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2.1 FT qtftoqq % TO to qq $ W $ Mto to to qto WRt $ to 
TT^Tt^FT qq OPgtoFT totq> 9 OTTO, 2001 $ <to$T $ TOfe ^TTTH *f to ?RIT TOT to 
^TTF to to q^, TO to qq $ ^toqftto to Pl^l' J H to to ^n^fRTT to TO^ 
toTO to S: W to toTO qFfflto qto I f^TFE 11 2006 to OTI^T to ORffa to! to TOT 

to FT#qq qqto §q, TOT tot g^T: q? W tototoftoq?to%Fto toiq to to STRUCT 
q£l 


2.2 qrorftto to, flqjHR, qrFT TOT to ^ y^^TFTcTT (TO^t qr) to OTTO to 

qr^nq (^th-to) toto f ft to otto qr to *to qq $j?q> TOfc q>qto qq otw 

^TT^ 2008 to q^T tor «TTI qqifa, qrET TOT to OTW TOFT TO to TOH to toT «TTI 

q?qro ft qitoFT to, ^nf, 2008 to q^r to qq TOiq Ft totote qqtoqrft to ftoriq* 3 
to*, 2010 to orrtosT to TOf ‘toft toto' qq cr to to ft TOto to qq qrto wt qro 
tot to gq: ftfttf tot to tot fto qtorqqToto tot qq ft TOt to to#t/ottot qrto tot 
qteFT tot to to totot qq grot to tot % §q oto FTtoftor rrorq tor to 1 

3.1 ft qftto 3 , qqqtotto ^ q? toro tom tojct tor li qqqtotto % (qq^ft) 
torn qfcRRRTT to otto to qro tortw 3 ffto (to-qTr) tor ft qc qr orrtotqqF^ 
tomrc Frtot to to g?q> qq tom to 11 qqqtoto ^q^rtftoqfcrFTqrto totorto 
qqqto t, qrw; 

0) qicr ft otto qr TOtoqq^ ^q> qq qq^ft to q^to qto 3 qqnq to 
( FR#^r qtoT' tor qrto ^ tor orto qiqqr 1 1 

(ii) qqffr qqqtor g?qr to qqsq qto qq to ^torq ^q ^ qto qq q^q I, 
Frto qqtooTf qr to qqr qto, qto to-ortoft qq qM to tor qq 
tonri 

(iii) toto qq OTOTO to tot OTTOFTT ^ qxET ^ FTOR to FTFTcT to to 
to tot toqM ft^ TOrqT, ^ qq qftoq to to ton qfto $ wr 

qM toT-qto Frqto onqtrrqt to tor qq ftott i 
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(iv) WM ft, 1 2007 ft 5Rlftl *PTfft 3ft 3TWft ftft RFT ft n 

T^jft ^C[, cldHh 3T eTP7?T IftciCFI HFRft ft) «l3il , 4l 3ft (JRFfift Tift vj^fti 
5PM 3ft RFT ft WT ftftFFT ^ FT RM-teR 5PRpT te 11 
eTFFT-teR $ arg^TR 2010-11 £ ^ cjft TTft 2011-12 $ 2013-14 eT3T $ 
ftfr 3ftf 3ft teft ftlft ■‘ilteMS 3ft 4^ I:- 


no 

l^FFT 

HBH 

3) 1C eft 4ft 44)141 Tlfft \3n^ H4M 
«4FT ft 'cqft |CT } 4^4FT 7C 

(5FnT4 47 ^H4r- 11 ‘*T -7.15/eft) 


2011-12 

2012-13 

2013-14 

2010-11 

2011-12 

2012-13 

2013-14 

i 












614.41 


852.89 

1043.73 

898.37 

1019.74 

1413.45 

1733.50 


[QES^MWi 

1169.13 

1169.13 

1250 50 

1338.03 

1169.13 


1250.50 

1338.03 


IQESSHMHH 

881.63 

891.84 

1221.68 

1496.02 

1439.02 


2283.06 

IlljjllJl 


3M 


2677.72 

3326.07 

3877.76 

3506.52 

3843.75 

4947.01 

5873 58 

ii 

rTFTef 


6896.73 

6298.24 

9384.36 

5938.35 

6840.84 

6483.36 

9565 99 

m 

Th^iHm 'j>fi 

374.01 

429.77 

529.87 

597.55 



529.B7 

597 55 

!3 

xn xlMr^ 

59.84 

68.76 

84.78 

95 61 

59.84 

68.76 

B4.7B 

95.6! 

m 

fT^f 3lf<RW/WT 

(3194 56) 

(4087.77) 

(5057.95) 

(5602.19) 

(2489.67) 

(3071.85) 

(3601.13) 

(378B 02) 

VI 

h?R 3#45n -QTST - 

Hiq i °o ^ 4 

-117.62% 

-150.09% 



-69.29% 

-78.13% 

-71.08% 

-62.86% 


3.2 WM ft te 5TCT 5RgcT tftR *R FTFTrf fft^HFr £ ft PhRiRsIcI g^ft T# t: 

(i) 3cfaFT TFcTR 5tfcT $ OTT <TT, teft mRhUH Flft I, ft*R 

M MTgft 3ft 3^eft £ feR 11 33Wft 3ft *R 4TRte 3ft sRpjfcf 

ftteF 3TTft 4Mf 5TCT 4 Reft 11 

(ii) 0TT4RF $ nftte 3ft ft, 2009-10 4?t 5ffcT R R R JRfft tffTC £ 
2010-11 % feR Fft fttf 2011-12 £ feR # ^ t cRT 1.1.12 ft ft*T 

ft 3ft ktf ft gq, 2011-12 3F 30% 3ft 5T <TC gfe 2012-13 $ 
ST^TR ^ feR 1 1 2013-14 % JT^TR ^ feR, TTft 3 ft it ^ cj% ^ 44TR 

Pluft 3ft % '3TT3FFT 3T 15% 3ft <^Rs Hlftl 11 4ldl4lcl ft gfft* «ft feR 

wnlte site fte £ Rr enter gftf £ org^ sten, ^r jfftr ft 
hrt nf! m Ii 

(iii) FFjeT-teRT £ fcR 3Tft M te M ter % a?ft ft g^TcT: ftsnfagrT gq 

ntete £ feR ft$FT qft ft*gR 47 5M3H I, ^ Mjgft 44 te 5IRT 3Fft 

3lft ftqiPi^Ti 4nt4lftnf 3ft ftt M/% '^Tft 3Tcft 4TRf^ ^FT 44 47 

4FR: 27% 44 8.33% I cRT 2010-11 f\ 2013-14 44T ^ OignFTf ^ te 
2009-10 44 10% 4ft 4#fi gfe 4Fft 4^ 11 4^PT ^ te telW 2012-13 
44 2013-14 % 44t ^ te 2011-12 4ft gcFTT £f 10% ^ '3Tf^T4j eft 4^ 11 

(iv) ^FFTft % te-te^Tf % 3Tg^TR, FFTeT-teR ft 344#^^ ft 4Ffte 

n^ft/ft^FT, ^3TT44H 5%^ 4ft 4474T Tlf^T ftft 44>4Rftt R4 ?Tlte 4$ fftR 
44 11 
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(v) qq*R qq UIHIR 3qft#f RT RR a# te q> Wlffite 

<fr*NR4f # ^ ^ ^mA qft RFTR, 3 I<k( 1 te, %rR qR RR ^ CM 

q^iqte qft qqf qr 3 ft gspq qq ^%RRtt qr RR, ^Pi^ih % ct^t 

<3T^F#Fff ; qRq^T, 4>Wlft $ ftiq qftm qq #RTC Rift RT RR ?nte 11 

(vi) q>teft ^ qq qftwr, ftefte qtef $ 'Spjflrc I, ft; wraR-^rc qq 
1/12 qr fteT li sr $ ftqftiR ^ te ^ qqft qq w rirt ^im I, ^ 
f-T 5RTR(te ^qi # RH 3 Tte gq, Wte Jfltf RIRT TOT 11 

(vii) W-R^ril qq TtelR tfsftte SlRiq? RRf ^ 3^<?4 t, ^ ft* 12.08.2009 ^ 
^WlK RtTR RTR 3 RT^ 11 


3.3 qRqn<M ^ 3 #^ fte I ft; spi 2008 $ qqqRM $ teft wire qr 5 # rr qr 
qft srter qq rr rr^ rirrI qr 17 Rrrt, 2009 ^ RjqR ^ 

qqt qft qf «fti rrirt, ^rtr qrft rm! ^ Rte Rrt qr ft; site qnt ^ qR tor 
^nq crt Riiq^f qft Rter q^t Riq 1 rrrrM ^ q^r I ft; <i^q 'SiteRi qqrc ^ 
site te # en^ fte w 1 1 qqift, <te?t qft wM\ 3 , q^ter q^ft qq sr te# rr 
wf % ^ #te RRRiRt q 5 wi ^0 #r wi ^te, w* q^T I ft; write te rr qr 
RT 4 I, 3ftt ft; 2008 $ WM 3 W£T $1 R^ sft, 5^ ft ^ $ 

Mct qr te ql wr rtrir qqqf qq ^ qrt rtr qR iott I q^ft qq RR 

^ qqkr ^ 11 


3.4 

write 


RTT^flqqFa^ ^ q)iH 4 n<[ ^ PRter ^ Riq qqqRfl^ ski wtiRr qRr ^r ?]|R5 qqr 


_i-r_ 

qo 

f«RT 

APT PlMl«n m «g<?l fl^R 
(4to 4) 

jrfcf srftf qr ^Rq 

(4to ^ 4) 

1. 

#F « 

25 

800 

2. 


25 

700 

3. 

^RT RRT 

25 

800 

4. 

4)^Jl 

35 

420 

5. 


35 

275 

6. 

qqoMi 

40 

250 

7. 

qq^i 

45 

300 

8. 

qr^R RfFT 

45 

400 

9. 

r\ r. 

Ftqqr 

50 

260 

10. 

t\w> ^ir^r 

50 

210 

11. 

^TT 

50 

220 

12. 

rqqi^l Pi'rft 

30 

200 

13. 


100 

180 

14. 

^RTcft <A<bi\ 

100 

85 

15. 


50 

90 

16. 


35 

740 
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17. 

TfTTO 

40 

540 

18. 

TO-TO^ 

100 

85 

mm 

afdldl^d 

45 

470 


ftR TO 

25 

940 


yRi 4?^T< 

450 


| 

RR RRIR TO '3RTRf 

35 

740 

23. 

'3TR ^5 iblfl, RHH4)I 
cpffrom m Rrt to Ft 

45 

250 




(i) 3TO ^vfer SRtRr PiMeK!/%RT % TT^J> RF % TO^TK, MR J lRld 
TOffe tftRiTFdl % 3TTTO t TO TO #TOrlf# SRT WM ^ 

ll 


(ii) W ^ 3RJ*#R TOf 5f^T 4Tt TtTOt TO ^ TRf TO TO 3RRTOT ft 
4)1 < U T ddld. ^TTf TO RfTOTO 3 TOTTOT t: 

(=Tj) ofldd TTTOFT *t 10% R ftf 4>elrf) TO - 43tf FF Ml?f 

(r) oftTR TOTO ^ 10 t 20% 3$t 4rftft TO - RRT'3Tt<3TTT ^ 10% sfe 

(n) HMMH 3 20% ft Rfe ^ Ftf TO - qRT^TtOTT ft 15% 

(^) 3?t7R TOfiH ft 30% 3 TOM Ftf Ml TOTRtRR ft 30% 0#R 

(iii) TO TO 3c4lTOdt wiRi TO Rf^lRd TITO 5TIR M1?T TOT ffRT TOTT, TO 

TO 3TOT ft OUTFIT, ^RRtoI SJTTO, ^ TOtf t, TOnRcT ffTOT TORTI 

(iv) fft 3 RR#Rt/TOW TO TOM ftTOTOrM TOt TOTftTO^tWRR TO ^ 
TOT ftRTTFM TO ^Rro Mf ft ffrfRfcT GRRM TO 2% TOfe TOM fMT 

Ftm i tor 3, tor, tfroRr dmfM to fto to tt tott ^Rrt i 

RWM '3TR#Trf^ 17 Rf 7 ! 5RT Rr RR^cT if TOR ft 10 ffff 
ft TO ^RTORffRt TOT RTOTft 3 fft RrT TOTTI 

(v) TOTT 3R faftTOT TOT 3 01-01-2012 ft 31-03-2013 TO ft 30% 

to qtt Rift I to 01-01-2012 qrr f*r froHul ft ttstRft Ftf ft tort tor 

ft ife ft TOtTOT ft faF 01-04-2013 ft 49.5% TO & 3TMR-^ ^ TOft 11 

(vi) TOT TO O^flRd rRrJTO ^ cfRlR ^ 3 ^ ^ 3F-fRr % Rm TTT^ I 

3.5 qrR ^ 2008-09 ^ 2009-10 ^ Rr TO RR^/^tt 2010-11 ^ 2011-12 ^ Rr 
TT^TR#FF Rq^ 5R^?r TO ft 11 
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4. fftqfto TTPTsf fttol % OTJFfR', mqqft<H totf qft 5RlKlfi e b fWl£ ft! 
ft ra qra Fftte yftTrf/qfttor raft! ft! sqft! tortoff qm qto ft to ftft *rq i 
qfttorft!/qfttoT raft! ft! arjFnro ftft *nft ft «n^ TOft ft!t M^i ra qtf gt 11 
ftqRT tor toF Tiqft P P^t TO ^ ft J l#T TrH ^ht-ront I^IW?R ft, TOfa, ’ 3 ^ 

fftftqq 21 ^T, 2011 ft! jgt ft^TO *JTOt ft Wf SR^cT fftq ft I 

5.1 pi TOft ft ftjqrl ^TOlt 21 ^T, 2011 ft! ^ raft TrH TO % qfftR ft ft! ^t 
eft I ^ ftltfft qrFT ^ ft TOft SRcM TT #R TOP ftftftTTO 5R^T to"I ^RT QW\£ ft 
Wf qwrM qft ftftto T^TO^f/TOft! % TOft ftftpT TF^d !ftq f | 

5.2 Tf^r grot % w ^ raft ra to ftlraFFrif qu!to?H (raster) to 

ftro ^r- qftqr qroft qq p*# (ftfttfttent) ft to! fato '3Rjto sr^cT !ftq 1 1 

5.3 ft^RT g^llt ft Wt ftft! fft TO# SFF? ft! ^t, WT ft! TOF t! ’it fft 3F, 

yft<wi'3ft/yqtoi raft! ft to to totf ft ^ftrr qRft TOft 5 rto ft! « 4 ft to 

frsta Tsq ft, to! qr TOito ywito qft fftraft ft! wtt ft! anw 4 ft to y^toi# ft 
qrjftq ton ^qq fft ft Trqft toifftftT, qfft ft!t ?t, qqqqft# ft to §t ftro ft 10 tot ft 
ftwr 5RgcT qft 1 ftsT ft ft! qt *i4 ft 4ft pft to s# pft to ftft to 1 

6.1 ftfRT $rot ft tofa ton to «ir, qraftft ft TOft totr 21 ^fft, 

2011 ft qq ft tot ^to ton «ir fft qftTO 3 ft/qfttoT raft! ft hft «te^ 4 ^rft, 2011 
ftt ft! ’ft ft, fftnft ft! qftro reft q*r ywiRd ^f ft! « ft! ’ft ft 1 pft t^F 
ft ^tt fti ifcf M I, Mr qftra raft arftq ftrMft, ftra qftte^r, Mrfft p 
qjift^’i qftfcr^FT crtt fftft qftro qftftq?FT ft yiaPifftft ft *fFT rftn 1 q’rq’rftft ft 
ratr ftftrero fttaT fftM ft wft ftftnpft ft-3Trftfft iftftft 

ft ra v3TRnftft ft! qfxftf ft ftr ft I, ftft ^ w I fi ft^RH sra ft 

ffe d^d ftft 1 1 

6.2 t^F =FT ftftrfT raft TO 3Siq qq gftf ft! M! ^TTcTT I ^ 

qdqnftft ft ir^t tori qraftft to ft! ’it t^F ft Mpr ^ ^ 

’it TTRT^T ^ ft fMft cRTT qTQFFM TO 5R^T ^PftTOT ftft dl!d^ld^ M W t: 


^T 

^0 

yft<wi FFRft wj \jsiq ’iq 3 ^ 

qftTO ftdcift ft TO vJ4d ?64> ft 

qraftW to ’iq w^ 4 )< u i 

(0 

ftftlftl^ft ft ftclftft ft ^TT tftlT 1ft f^F 
cfftcKlft TTq? ^ET T T^T fft^fT TF 7 ftft 
qTqnftft ft UdMH qm! ^rr 5rp> 4n 
fftftPT TO! ft ftiq OTTH TF 1 3Rit Tf 1 

%j\ ft j iod ft! 

'TO5W1T 1, qftfft 5RTO, fftM 

^iroft ft qrrcft ft ftro q^ft qrgd ift^T 
tot 1 ^it ftqqqft qftro qra tt Mft 
ft! TOfT 11 

(ii) 

TOT Tft qr 4l^ld ^KTdl ft! 
fti ft orirft ft Tq ft tot TTq i 

TT ft!t ^’q |c| qft’TT, ^ 

ft tor qr ?jer qq qfftjro M wjjw, 
toff ftRiro pm to q toi 

(iii) 

o#jT< u i Mdi<f ft! RiTiRftr ft 

4ftF TO ft! qf! r[TF ft Ift'M’T ^iq 1 

ftftr TO ft! to^FF TO ft TOPJ^ 1ft dT ’TO 

1 q>4i qropM ft to ft #tot ft to 
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<1)514^4 gR ^ ^Ild41d 4)<^ r ?irr!4?ir 
■ 3RJRRR $ RRTR f^R RIR^ I 


(iv) 

Rt fcTTRT 17 ^R, 2011 Rt RR 4 
4t R^ fMte Rt ORpTTT, R1RR RR 
3 Rf%IRI 

£4t4M % f^RFF 17 ^R, 2011 ^ qR 4 

4t Rf M^ir! ^ rt^rr, rto m jr^rtr 

4t R^R f%RT RTR 1 


(v) 

ylct dH ^ '3TTRIT rt $J?R5 ^wiilqa Rk4 
RRR RR5R WTRR/RteFRt RT teTT teT 
RTR 1 

RR5R RIRd/RlrRlRR RRR-3TRR JT^ |, 
^#R 4tRRR4t # RR ^ '3RRR -R RR 

5RRTR RR^T RR^ RRR R^t RTRT RRT 1 i 


(vi) 

mm rt 4 4t rtr srf 4 

TR ^cRj RR '3FJRMR 4 f^jRT RIRRT1 

R4t Rldl R5T flRIRd RR? 3 d4 4R 

#TT RRT ^RRR Rl4t RRIR 4t #TTl R% RR 
R^RT '3TRRTRRT 1 


(vii) 

RfcT RR arm RT 3JeRj RT^ RT^ RRR I^RR 
^ RRRt RT 41 f^RR fim rtrt riHr | 

yfd c»i 3RRR RT ?]c^5 RR rRrj^m Ri^r) 
RRR fefR SJRF RRlff ^ 9iite rr4 
OTfR^RRRTT Rff R^4t 1 


(viii) 

^l^ll <£} ^iqiR-1 Rj<c) RRR |4RRT'34 R3T 

Rif4m rrrh^i41 r4 tri4 rt tor 

RTR 1 

RRTTTR 5RT OTRRT^ R^ 4tRTR 4^[ ^ 
31^TR, RR Rite #R u lWeft RT 

RTRI RTRT 11 


(ix) 

RRT m Rg- RT f^RR R f^RI RIR I 

^iqR>dl 4 RRR RT4 RRT RRR ^ 
RR^teTRR ^ te RRT ^RTRRRTT RT Rg 

li Rte, 4ter4t ^ rf mteT 

te f% RF FT! RT telT Rrt 3TRRT Sfe ^ 1 



6-3 ^ TO# 51TT RRte^/RRte TTRRRf, ^ tetr RRR ^tRTRRmf RtfffteTR % TIM 
^ ^ ^ $ TK4 4 WM 4 tel <£ itehRTl4<fR RT GTR^t fcqftiqf f^RFF 8 Rpnf, 
2011 £ RR $ 3fa% R^cT r4 11 

6.4 RfFT % TTFI 3 ^ RfFT te» £ te 4 Rtete Rg Wft fM44g 4 4t te f4te 
19 3TTO, 2011 £ RR $ RFR Rp5 effT 144 rR RTRpT f%R 1 1 3^f4 RJFT I f% T^mR RR RRTr 
TTR^ t RR^^Rf ^ l%R f^RT RTRI I RRI 4 M) RRRT r 4 fRTTTRT RR RRlfaR 
RjM, OTcT: OT^R I4>RT I f% ste) ^ f?TR R^ £R 9J^R> 25/-TR) 4tRR'4] RJfTfarT tel RTR, 

^ 3FR RRRf 44-R4RRT/T4F 3TR^F/^RT RFRT % TFRR Ft | 

7.1 ^TT RTcTTR R^ RTtte Tlte $ 3RRR RT RRWM 4 FRl4 t^RFF 4 2011 Rt 

RR £ 'Wfa ST^ffR tel W f% '3 hRiRW ^TRT/TR^tRTTR RR^T tel RIRI R RRH'M l 4 

<RR4 f^RFF 15 temT, 2011 Rt RR £ RFR FRTt RTR “IFIR tj^t % T Fte T T R RFjF te 
I cFTT TTSTte RR RTRTR RT eftT 3#FF f44RR tell 


7.2 FR]4 51TT 3FTR RR tet RR TTTTT^T RRT RRRTPM 4 RTTT RRTR 4m Rlf^RRR^ te RR 


R 5 R 

RO 

FRT4 am RRTR RR RRR 

RRRH4I4) 4 Rlkl VJ 14 W 

(i) 

% RRTTR 4 RTRR-ftRTRt ^ RTT 4f ll 
^RRT TFR R^ % WWlftd RTf ^ I4r RRR FRT #T 
4 RTRR-teR RT ter tel RTR 1 

r4 2010-11 ^ RTmte ^ leR ^Tte RRrfR Rt4 ^ 
RRTR RTRR teC°Tt RR $RR RR^ RT R^T tel RIcTT 

ll 
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(ii) 

to 3 PEt to HETT^T Hto«FT to to 

3 to to qHTiq 4 TF ton 1 , to 3 ffiq 

to Tl(dl^ dto ^IT H?t 1 t \ 3 H HWW to tkto to 

muHtoto tot q^to to to to torto 4 M, 2011 to 
qq ho towto / 34 / 2010 - qnqqtoto to 

HHT? to ^T ^tot 1 fto 4 ? to to ^et 

to HTqq-ftoqrq q^r qto; to tot to hhmh 

to to OTcPtcT Wf> v 3 RTI 3 q-toT to ^T 3 RET^ |E 

qq qnnq to q^r to qq hft?t totot to 

to $ hpi toft tt qtototo ftor to' |q 
q^r qtol to % to HHTF to *TT 1 ; 5 H 

qHTiq to cti i J ici f 44 < u i to < 41 tk ttoi 4 i 4 i qididid, 
oqq qq sqq, hftm tototo qnrrq to q^q to to 
qito \ 3 TR^ftqq^^ to to HFiq tom to th Tq-ton 
to hrt to?r wit toto i qqqqto ^h qm qft [jto 

to fto 4 F to HETRT tofan STHTiq to cRTT 

to to se^t nm-tom to w 
toto fto trt sraqr Pi 4 ) to o^qto to 

to qqrrc tot to tor q to 

qqtoqiK $ to HFiq-totot 4 ontoq^s^ 

^ onq/^qq ^ to toi qiqq 3 toq q^q qto to 
w 1 totPK qqtoiqq^ srt qmrqiq ^ toqq 
qqR qq qro qqtoqiK ^ ^Ttoq qff Ii dto, 
qqtoqiR totto sntotqq^ to qn qqq OTq qq 
cqq Alitor t tolfk to ^ qtoq ^ tihtht, to 

^ qsiTHto to qqqrM % rnqq n ^ to qFt 

1 1 ?q qqqq ^ nfto to q^ fqqtto to, qqiqq 
qq i/i 2 qT fto I qqtki fqmto to ^ ^ 
<d 4 lk ^ Piq to 4 ^4 tfllftd ^ u 1 d: <HK 4 tqq^«^ 
to to qqito qto to q^ 1 1 ^m: qm ^ 3 

totto to^^^ ^ ^ 1 

(iii) 

(qr) qqqqtot 3 onjtor I fto q? hft?t - to< u it to 
to 2010-11 to qRqto $ &zm toi to ^ to 
to qtoq 20H-12 to 2013-14 qqj ^ to oi^tot 
tot ton to nto, to onqaqqr to, to 
2010-11 to toto to to 3 , to qrqi 

2010-11 ^ to qq ?h^ qiq ^ qqt ^ qiFRqq, 
qm-kd^it ^f 3 raqq to qq 1 1 


(w) qqq qq qrfto '^nqr omtolN^ R 4 i to onq 
qq sqq tot araq to to qto 1 1 qto, qqq srt 
q^q to qq qito 2010-11 m to 2011-12 
' 3 qtotqq^^ fto q>t ftodi to qqfqq ^ it-s! q| 'Siqq 
to nto; 2009-10 q 4 ^ qRtor htt f 2010-11 
qq to 2011-12 qto Ii qiqq totot to 

2010-11 $ qrctor ^ 3 THqq to |^, 
ftoq q^q to Pto -aqtoqq^ q^t fto ^ to 
^d4i{ oqq qq «qq to ^ 1 (to ^ qrto 2010-11 

4 ^G 5 15 qq 30 t) 

q? to to to 1 fa 2008-09 $ 2010-11 ^ 3 

qqqfqr 4 > to. tto qq oriq^, ^<sh-m( 1 ^t qito) to^su 
^ 1 cTHT 4 t i 2011-12 $ to ^ ^ 11 

dto, qtorq q^qq ^ to q^ 2011-12 to oqq, 
qqq} 4 > hi^i 4 g Mi q? ti^htt ^ i > 3 iHq H 14 d^ ,j i 

to dVi*d ton w t toto ^qq qq ton, 
torn-torn to hrt, tor qqT 1 1 


(q) qqqtofl srt to 2010-11 % to oiitolqq^ 
to ^ to qrn qq to ^iqr, qitoto ^ hei 

3 roqq to qiq q«n 2011-12 % 2013-14 cfe ^ 
to 4 t, to ' 3 iT 5 *nq qqq srt ntoq to qq #t, 
3 T?iqq ton qqq 1 

3 t?rh «Rto q^q to qq 11 

wsa 

qWWW 


1 

^gqqT qqqq qqiq to 2011-12 ^ to 

'jiK^lqd^'s^ 4 il tfirq 4 >i qto ^ fto 

4 kiMM ^ tot q^f qiqT qqT 1 , to to 

^ to qqqn^ ^ vto hihr toqq qqqq ^f 
tot 4 >t qiqi ^ 5. 8 % 4 >t qtoq 4 >t 1 1 

qH<to’ 3 TR to to q^itf q^ Tito to I ^dfto 

qPr Td qtoto qmrqiq q? 1 to am toqq^^ tor 
srt fiqiPid ton Tiqqi ^^1 tto tofeiqr ton nto 

Ii 

(ii) 

to 2012-13 qq 2013-14 ^ to sitoqq^ to 
4 tt to ^ to 4 m 14 id ^ 7% to qfe to ^ 

qHtodTR to ^to 4 hihk h^t to to to <*pmi 4 i 

qqT 4fdi4id, qPr ^q ^qr to to to ^nEnqi qqT 1 1 





[qm 4] 


q>T Tjzm . VRTOTT^ 



^TFT qq 3TTOK fa ZZ, 

WM 3RT qR£T RJfPT HSTfaq tfRTTq 3 q$fM 
WH ffa ^ STg^q f | 


(3) 



(i) 

$ far qtfqyq- ^ rp q^ 

^ qq^t $ 160%/180% qr qfcT9TcmT qr 
faPrafffa ti ^rafa qqq*rM srt ^^hiPici q^faiq 
qr ^ d qiqr '3qq, qfa tq * qr ti 
q^ftcT Mt qr 2011-12 i 2013-14 faq 

vnrq qft t i j j^ii «iiq °iaidl t fa ^qj 

Mldtfddl qfcT ZZ q^ft W\Z qq WT 150% I, 

qqfa qcfqn ftfqqfffa i6o%/iso% qr ti 

^qqr q^ fa sfe $ q^r $qq 2011-12 § 

2013-14 m % qqf $ faq q?faq q^q* qr 
q^HiPici qft M ti 

q? q^ wild! f? fa ^dd q^qif ?mr, qRqd^q 

t-% ^ qqrM ^ faq M ^ 

?pf> qr q^t 150% m ^trtt w, # 1.09.2007 

1 mMt ti 

q^lt faqT°T 3 qpfr M q^tt ^ qpq ^ 

faqfaq ^ qq^ ^ qHrqwqfqr!' ^nr q^r faq qq 
qqqte fa^f ^ ot^tt 11 

(ii) 

^ fa efpia farc^T 3 qpfr z$ q^d 3 qiqr 
'Snq, $ $rc $ farfaq $ faq 

qqri/^q q^tt % 3 11 


(iii) 

II q? (qq^ft qsitaq $ qqrq $ faq) qq 
o^^qj-II js (qq^ft toMr vrm qfar) 3 far 
qq ^PRT-farpi 3 qqfr qf qir^tt qq ^ $ qpq 
^nq. <mi 2010-11 qq 2011-12 $ zm£\ 3 
*fa zft 11 ^qqT qqf*faH q^i 

oiydd faq qq ^ qq^ M qq 

faqi qqi t q^T zmz u^qq ^ M q^r faqi 

qqi 11 

(iv) 

w\h ii\ji 2010-11 q^ft witqq % qqrq qq 

fqWT q^ ^ qK qf ^ 31cT: q? W qft | fa 

qt famt 3 orqfg q? qq II 3 

qq^ qq ^ ^ qrqr mz 3 qfar qqt ti 
qqftmfat $ m ^tkrt q^i 

qMnq imriq ^ 2010-11 ^ faq 'qqqfatf 5 r^t faq 
qq 11 

(v) 

II ^ $ a^pr, q^qFr qr 

qq^t M aw qft Tifa, M 2010-11 $ 

2013-14 m $ faq qiq^T: 2337.39 ^Ksf ^0, 
2674.62 WM ^0, 3696.51 ciTW ^0 qq 4535.55 

^o ti qrqfa q^far qfa z^ qr qr (faq^f 
qq^ qq ^ ^ qqqj §#r^ ^) qqq^-II ^ tf 
q^qiPid qqq ^qq qqf q5 fan ^§i: 2000. 

50 ?msr ^0, 2000.50 ^fTW ^0. 2735 31 ^TM ^0 
qq 3356.ii ^o Ii -m- q^far q?j^ qr 

TiqRq ^ q^qiq t, faq^ 

qiR#?q^ faqi offarf q^cft ffa q?fqn 
qr 70% % ywiRd q^R qr uo% qq^ 

Mi ^qqr ^rmi q^i 

M 2010-11 ^ faq ‘clinch’ oracTq q^fa ^ 
faqr'q II qq III sR^q Mt faq qq 11 

(4) 

a?q q^TT 


(0 

diqq qq q^TH, M 2011-12, 2012-13 qq 

2013-14 3 sPT?T: 18%, 30% qq 15% qft 
q^ faM M ^ qr^TRt q5t ^ftt 3, q?ikT Ii 
^ qq^R qqq /qqf, Mqq qq RTqqq qqft?M 

2010-11 $ faq diqd R4 < u i 3^dd faq ^ ^ 1 
cmr 2012-13 ^ q# M ^ faq 6% qr q^T 

2013-14 qq 2014-15 % d<H*tH q^ ^ faq 3% qT 
qfar q^lqq qfa qq qrqqrq faqi qqr f 1 


534 G1/2012—2 
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3 it 171 314 Rt $ itTH 7% i! 40% 441 $ ffe I 1 

sriterr-i 4? Nq fam 1 fa 4i 2011-12 $ 
*?)<H Rr)q fan 'dli 41<i it 6% 441 4l 

4lfa7 OT^rtcf it «iR 1 314: 5FRTM 

viRriftad 747 TT 4lflfa 4?f FBI 4i 

2011-12 3 2013-14 44T $ f$R 

4^1 


(ii) 

1 ‘Jiqqfl, 2012 7t <*113 pld qrcl H« 1 ^ 0 -TftiRH 4) 
2012-13 4? 4i k ftiR T^ BFTrT 3 30% 
4)t ^Ri T44 -SRT Tpft 4^ 1 1 

044 <£ 0137117 4^) R*4 u i) 1 

(Hi) 

01^H4»- ll 74 3 viMlid 'JTBR 47 R<4R *R 
H^\(l 4774) 47 T15i i, fan ^ f?R 

35^ 44R SIR: 

4 f ! 2010-11 4? Rl 1 ^ < 4l74^^q7 , 4 tI Oiydd 47<^l 4?t 
t2JR ^ gq, iqq{«|- II ^ *Tt>( ft*ll W 

ll 


(4>) <ti 2006-07 i 2009-10 44T $ f?R dlftlfab 
H^i^Cl <rli*ici (d'q^tl 4t fa*7 wiq^JM 4?t *dl1*Td 

*T 457^ 3 ^) 4dR 4*4 qiPRb '^|cl i 44R *R 31T4>?f 
44 4«4fafa RftM fan 3TR 1 



(?3) 2006-07 $ 2009-10 441 $ 44! 3 faR *R 
44fft ^T^fr«FT 4r faR UT44B 47TR 1 

^1414 M734 4|! f4>41 441 ll 


(4) *H£(1 HSttlm 4)1 4K 1THI4 1 

44)141 4)1 ^14i4)4 |7T WZK |: 

OFT. 2007 7* 4l4, 2009 4^ 9,18,84,207.61H) 

0 #T, 2009 7* 2010 441 4,47,23,011.82H) 


(4) E#FT % 4 >K«I Rbd-TT «H»MI OBI 

fan 441 4*4 4? it 44R 1% fad 44! i 4«WM1 
^4-cHT «zftrf ^ 74*1 <d<Slfad fan 441 1 441 faR 44 
qifa<b 7 4I^ *1 4*4 f7T 7144 i iSFET-faTT 0 ! ^"41 4^ 
B4^4T 4)1 oCfPsUT eFT? | 

44<^0 4#^FT ^ 4R u II* 174^M 0141 4^1 4f Tlfll ^ 4)^ 
51447 1 

2009-10 % ^ ORlBft - 13,66,07,219.43 7\0 

34lf% 5J14414 ^ 441 q^d- 1,92,89,673.00 7>0 

2009-10 % ^ - 4,47,23,011.82 7J0 

M 4^ ^ 71455 - 7,25,94,534.61 H) 

(iv) 



(47) ^ Pi4iMd ^104)1 em Mlrdied 

>3T4T4^fr ^ OI34H 44 44-47 STp ^ 1 

ylrdied 4 t 1 qd+iM yi&di 1441 14)711 Mi^qnd 4) «iRl 
t! 7 !, |T 5lfcl T7 T7 ^ 4)14^-14 RFt41 1 


(*4) 4tH i 40141 1 1% 4*d*IR 4)71 (1 44 m 714*1 
0F4 ^4t 7t 3^1 4fa4 44^4T0lt ^ 4>m Oiiq^sl % 
wfcR i ^0 7144 oftT W\ 714T4T ll TfalRffi 
oifWl qrfHM R^fd ^q ^7! q)Nipqd 477^ 44 

Ol^HlPld 7144 ^44T 4cTT4T 414 1 

MtH 514)441011 71 $4 ?444 47 f44F f44?l ft)4l 441 1 
1% ^ 517414 MT^d «F^ 1 ^71 T7 4^4 Til ^ 4>Rqif 4)1 
^ Tit 11 

(v) 

04<^4^«^ R>4I ^ Ri 4 dlHH <a4 f^7 9444 

44 TH4E4 viMR^n^, OF4 (^4 4llR 4) 44M4 44 
04417 4414T 4141 

Oll^di^d-So^ 4) M44d ^ 77*1! qi4c4iiT «44 $71^1 

71*475 1, >1771 ^7 41^4) J 4ld A t%4T W 1 441 

4i 2010-11 ^ feR 4T74te ^ 01T4R 47 OI34TT 
7FTT4T W ll 

(vi) 

#1 44! 2008-09 $ 2010-11 441 ^ ^14 

*m\ 41T 714144 47^ 4lt 4144Rt % Mf44 ^ 
ofRlcT Rdl 4)T 4^74 4^ 441 014^ 7fl4 44? ^ ^14 
Ol^M iRid frqft 44R 1 

Rl4i0H 4) olTld Rd - 

2008- 09 - 18-05 

2009- 10 - 13.59 

2010- 11 - 08.13 

2011- 12 - 08.00 

2012- 13 - 08.25 

2013- 14 - 08.30 

2014- 15 - 08.50 





















[ m hi —ispz 4 ] m wn * ara mw 11 


(vii) 

wrM # tom ftor 1 fe ortoR^to $ *w i 
toto qt rto 3 to nq nto toqrm 

'to £ '3to*H 3 ?rto to qW^4H toT 

wtifF 3 ftofefto gw to 



{i} toto *tr i ‘biqfewH fe mtIh 'Sin 

4i* ^R^lfet «♦>) 'illdR'W Hl=1l 4>l to? 1 

w it fe w ^ w it sFreifer to tofto 
w tt to spt ^nw torq 3 toto tor w 1 1 

tofe wi m? wf#fe 1, ?mto #w 

ttr ^ ton $ qqrn torf^ w to 1 1 


{m) tofto wr to ^ifer, to qto to, to 

RPTcT 3 totft to i to TfR 3T7T 3?R to to 
ntoto cfj^r wq i 

^1 (qi) ^ ^ n| fto D D <hl «tr 3 Tto ^ ^ to 
nlf lirii 1 

(5) 



(0 

HMl^d ^TFRT qt 27% TT ^R #8 33% TT 
tojj^ ^ $ '3TRR to RTW to Rq | 

$F<m ton 87 ^ fej nq qRfjR ^ ^ ^ 

to 27% qq ot^ttr orhimi w Ii qqqntot # 

(ii) 

..ft. . . _ -5. _ t _^ *» -S. • ■ ^ i 


zwttr fertor ^ feq qq qq ^rtfir i >wrm, 
nF oqiqR 1 1 3 ?r fto qn q^fe ftfa i to 3 1 . 
03.2011 q?r Rtow ^nfen 156 qqfe ^0 qn 21 . 
06. qto ro qwT Ii 

(iii) 

n? ^TRd gq fe qwtogfe i to to to 

'to/togfc ftftot n tilHMd: fcR/to$fe to 

^Rto it to 1, m- dto^fr qqwff £ to 
to 3RTRft qr toTT Rq to w 3 to 
4n W sRTRT RR cTR ^ PM if q*RR to^ 
i qq^r to to rr tor Rq i 

MH9 ^R qq q| ^^iqf'NI qiwRlq) qRcff 

i onpRTr it tot 1 1 ntor, qqmto/qtoto d 
Rffer n| on^ ^ to tofer i w\ % qM qfe^w 
to orq^cT w 1 tofe qRontot/qtoto 
sft ^ ^ ^ WRT to rrt 1 1 

FTf ^qi'jR «h l^iq if?R qci q>T qiw^qi 

orqrqfto ^ to 3$r % feq nq qnrqR i\ ^frt ^ 
qntto # |fe d tor w 1 1 

(iv) 

toton srt fatofto to? it fetor. 6 3 nr 
ftotofer tor wife qrR srt ^ ^ 3sr to 
wM ton qq^toqiqfetoftotoq 
toMT rr n?n nrtoto ^qto i amnr qr 
ton? qtototot to 3 sr toT# to to torn to 
to rmm 3 $r to to feq qq #rr qr tor fenr 
wi i qrR 3njnMH to qrto i 

34n gfi 5 (i) i J?r ft n| feqM ^to Tr # 
to ^ 1 1 ^Rff i to to tofet, fefe 

# 5ntor 11 

(6) 



(0 

5^ <b f fe <tfr it to i\i rrwM ^iRtoi to 1, 
to ^rrrrtoto tor ^ to qtotor It i 

jfe to tot It 

(ii) 

wk?h Rq q^ qq; w qr toto to ^ ^to 
q^q> fton-fetort q> fes 2 . 9.4 i snjmr to w 
w 1 1 tofef i toto i to stof i ^q *f 
onjHR mPt # mton wq, # fe qnn srn 
wiw ton m ^ w fem rri 11 

toqto ^ ferfe 28 . 03.2005 i fe§n-ftoto qr tor 

02.09.09 i rro qn ^ toqq 

nttofto qr "fr^ qqr ftf qq qRRH Rq vsnuiqi w 

Ii 

(7) 

to % w 


(i) 

yrp^iu^ia^ ^ yp\ cr ^qr i to ^n|, 2008 i 
qwnto 4 ^ nto qrfeqw 1 

qrR # BRR I fe q? ffefe' to to ^ toR 
nto qq tIrmr qto q# win! srt qiR 
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ddnqqidT, srftT <H?ft qfd 0?Rfd ddTTqd 

d! ffe ^ cRIT ddlfte ’3THf^5T $ felFM ^ ollfarT 
tei I TtR % 31 ^ Wd di? 

tete dte gq dll RHT I ft 4H4n u lktfl $ dted 

te 3 tete q| ?mem 3 I crf qro I 

^T I % qt qq WI SI W [fad 'Bite vi<MI<W)dl 
q|l I, ^d! ft vHd) fiKI M6 <tI SRdTd Ph'H I TTT ?TT I 

5H tel 3 tester te iw q! teh 


(q>) SRdld 3 d? TW 3 dH ^cTFTI W I P(j 
JJd dd^ff Sited I qr OTRIlRd dteld $J?q> TT 

te q>l sjwiftl srfcT dd 9J?d) ^ tel te 'te dd 

SRdld I1 ftlftd, ^TPTTT ftR*! SHdlftd 5rfcT dd 

dT TT tel q> RR I q^lldT I1 <^M^I q>^ I 


(w) mFcI Fd OTTdK TT dtef-qR TT Pl'bW^ d> dTTdR 
dH STTMT d^l 


(q) sift te qteftqR vjfte viMi^^ai ftqqte ^ ftq 

OiqdTq qq OTTdR dH oMK&TT I 


(q) teTH SHdld 3 SIWlftd ofte vddlK^dl dH dl 
dH I, tell ft Sjdlt 2008 dl SEdld 3 dFfl d^ «5I I 
^RTT dcTR ft l«F.P tel dl^ teTtftd teRi 
RPT/tete $ '37^T1'T ? T $ \3MK<?K1I dT d>f3 STdld 

te qten i sift ?d qr «nl fteftd qte q> ftq otenr 

vidl4«bdl qq? H&d^l W tl wW dl WI? 

31 TOfl I ft d? f %fte teft 3 ofte vidKdxll 

ftdtel ddT '3ETRT, 2009 3 telfter tePE TT d? dT^ 
Ift d? dK TO 3RT SIM ftq qq 'idIK'bdl ^ RR 

qr ’ll tea tor ^im, ^ % 2008 ^ 'te jirm ^ 

MWlftd vicMK+dl ^1 *wm '3TF1R RFT «FT MWll^d 

Iter v 4i ( j. i 


(?) tw tR Ph q^T te ’fq qtete vterd 
vitMK^di, te tel ^ ■3TF1R qr 1 1 


q? qpq w t t^j wt ^ te^fT, te 'jpRqj, ^tf 
w, teT r?r ^ te ?r Winn qr Mwite qH 
I, ?q tel qH ^K'hdi ter rr qr te 1 1 
5H qqiR «f6ett te^ii qq ^ ^ te 

q+dHM qr ywite qH q^ I, fm 1I% ?q tel qH 
\jrMiqq>di tt RR fte 11 qqqqtel ote qwq qH 
nter qR ?rit qte qH fMte te ^ ^K+di rr 
qll qq H?flRi?T tetq> hm qll cru vJe qr ^fkt q?l 
sift ^ xte |q, tefte ^ te qr ^TTqror 
qRi 


(qr) *fq qH te ^fte ter ftte ^ fte ?rit 

te tel Tte qr qtete qte qH tete ho-2 

3 Sited 'STRTd W te I, Old: |te ^FW qH 

snq 1 



te q'dite Ite qq qidiqid qH w ^ tel ^ 
dl qtedMd ^f te qll q>q teq dqjdi t\ 
te zz q^qi faftdd fte ^iqi tete q? oqqw 
^1 TOP |i%qid’lldRT?ldl^5 te^id 
^ tete ^ ^tt fte ^nq d# ter te tefte 
fte 'dl I _ 


te ^ q?q qq teMq qH qtetet spte qte qH 
ffe ^ fter-fter tel 11 ort: te ?d qH qr stei 
qq ^ ted % fte tel li 


te t% ^qr ddidi qqr I, dH tete 1 1 


qsted teqj qFT te te ^ ote srqrcqidT qr 
te q^Td dll q^T I tefe te ^1 ter ^f tet ott^ 

11 Old: dd qFTT TOE I 1% 2008 $ SRdTd ^f SFdlte 

ddnqqrdi tel q^rt ql % oteqrqr 11 


te otrir 11 


IH did q^l sift ^ te |q Pn qidiqid tteft qr qr 
q?q qR qqrdT I, qqql qH ftfte te q* te wirpt 
qr qH s^qRcnr qrq qr qr ^1 q^ I, tefq> qr ^ 
f^rdtdq q| SRRTd: Tcqrqqdi ^ rr ^ te 'ter 
qqrdT i 


tete no-2 ^ q^te fte w I dife qqofloiR ^ 
10 % zm qro qr q^q crit oflqd Hdidd ^ 10 % 
qq ^te zm qrtel tel di te i tel ^ dte 
qq ^tel Tte =fI frte ^ tte q? sRdite ten 












t RFT 111—75^ 4] 
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w 11 

qFf'3Tt'3TTT 10% 4 q^cft qt teR 3ft7R FIRIRR 

3 10% qq 3ite q^t qqftcft ^ feR 3#ftm rf qq 
qRqpT ftqi w 11 


(w) Rr Rpfftorcq % feR io%, 20% Rq 30 % rf 

RF q& Mfdlftn qfcftTFffiT $ feTR 'WTM W 3TMF 

qqrqr rtr 1 Rfftoq % ftoR 3 to, 2010 % to 

toT FT toto/41 /2008-Rqtoft 3 RRtotft 
Rt RF FMTF 4t f ft RF, Rlfftoiqq Ft FRRS 
ftRRT to qto qft FTqTRTT3Tf Rf FTRTCt, 
ftto R tor to RFfftoiqq $ feR RF efto RT 
RfeR qSTFTT Rt tolRd qto RT ms\H ft - to 
RFdf R^eR ^TT-Pl^ff q> \iM4R 4.7.1 ft 3 i^<?\h 

ton wf % fto Rif-fr^q ^ qq to 

1 ftqj to ^FrfT v3(MI4Rdl $ feR RftfTFR qq 
Jltdld qff Rq| | [ Mrld qtt FTRTF ft '^TTrft I ft R?^ 
ft qf FMTF qq W qto T|R 3lto 5RTR 3 3M^K1 
Ft FT#RT qR 1 

qcJniq qwiq ^ 10% qs q5t qq>d qr qq str^b 1, 
Rt ft qR Ft qR ^IdH qr ytrllRld «^t q^ 11 q^Fqj 
^ qRqiq ftqr rtt t ft Rtcr ^fq, qfrr Reft RrqfRq 
RTRFt % 20% 3 3Tte FTReFT Ft^ RF srfrT R RF 
rf 10% qft FT^t qqqt 3 srjfo #ft t 

(»V) 

2005 % R!pR to-Rto $ 3W 4.3 ft SFJFTTF, 
dTWf % to #RT CR toReT, RfFRf Rr*TT to, 
^tF 3 hF 4> Rd e?b 3TRFR rI ^R4)R STlftef f, ft 
feR FT*ft dffq Rlff/R^ q^t T5ftRF RFlt/RtoF 3 
FTto?T ?W, dto ^ R FRRF to FRIT 3RRT 
srsjeR, fftfr qqqf/qtoF *t wftm qqrFf Ft 60% 
^ Site q flRTI RRRqfrff Ft OT^to | ft qTFFT 
frrtf % ’ftfcT faffrf rt wt rI ct«tt ffrr rf fh 

RRTF qft dto ^ qft '3T^q^r ff §R, FRFR URTR Rt 
«TFT if Fto T|R, dto RMiI/RcMf! ^ feR R<HN<fl 
q^ qRTTftcT #| FR ^ ^ f^T 4)l4q u ll^l 
(4Rff-qiT) 5Rp #, Rrr( Ol^HlPid RcTFM 

Ff fqRtfl/tf<f|q RRT ^ qq : 3c^R Ft i 

^R ^qt U4 teff Rt 3(e1 J l ^ qff % RR 3 

STTfqR ftqT qqr I qqT cfliRM'jf Rt 3F^T ftR qqr 11 
qFiqq^T qq fr 5 ? ftqr rrtt 1 f% q^qft % ftq 

RR^eR, R^ l^/RTeft R^TFf % RTRF RF q^lRcT 

to rrtt 1, q^ ft qR ^/RTeft feF qqqt qft to 
Rtf ^t ft 1 to ^ geR ^ toq qft RqFRT to qft 

qf f i 

(V) 

qHqH'll^l } f^4l 1 q^lll^cl qtrf R qff 

^ 'STf^Rj qff qr ^[dRqq qj^ 4^ Ft, cR ?RJ 

qqiRcr 14 rt rr, ^r ?R7 or^4t ^ ^rjFfR ^ft 

crf ^ q^ft Ft RT?ft 11 fr ^ 

RrMsIcT ^ Wit ^ R^l4)< u l 



(^) qwif^cf R'q'jjl li ^qqi ^ qR ft 

fr?HT o#Rqq ^ qqR q^R qq q^R 1, fr 
qqqi ^ ^qj qq qq^ir qqi FtqT ?t^t f^R (mw 
qqR qqr FtRi 

FH »FdM 3 to ^ ^eR qF 3lfrlR4d ^eR Rl qRRq 
to fi toR f^R? toto ^ fto toto % 
^r^qtqq rf fh RR rItiRri ?jfr qqrRq to rt 
fft f i q^eft qft toc[ rf 3Rrq ^ *rr ^ri rt fft 
fi 


(r) qiRiqi^i ^ ^qiq> is 44H<, 2004 $ 

37ftFTO- ^tqR4t/78/2003-RR^ $ ?TFcT 1 
Rqqft, 1998 $ 31 3rq^RF, 2003 qq^ qft orRi ^ 
feR 37R#qRF^; qt qqwft ^ qR^fr qqqqr $ Rr 
1.97 q^ffe ^o q^r q^ ^ ftq o#fRqq ^ qq 

rhIR) yfa qq <^{I Rt r< 4 ^ qwid ^ ^RiRw 

§JeR RT RTTR ^TTRleT to t, Fdfel'F to qq 3TTRff 

RF 3RFT % ftRTF to RRRT RR Rto qRTFTRR to 
RTto 1 
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'SFjdiPT 5KFT ft>4T ^IT t 11 4^, 2006 4 t) MIA ft#J 
4R <fc ft®# 4$J?4) dsftpl $ ^TT 8 

(xxvii) $ arjfliT, wr sm ywiftci aifaft<ki 

9J?4> 4^T4T 44T *JT| 

TH W WlW d WIT «IT ft) 102.96 rTF4 ^0 
ftfF^T, 2005 <T4> RR ^IT ^ % PIT 

•sl'tjNI 45) q^d) «ldqfl, 2008 44) ft?J R4 45) '3TT9TT 
apRT 45) M d)i c^MtT w? R snfq^n 

5RT ^H)ftd 3lftft4d ^ d 1.97 4fd? SO 44 
h^( 1 q^i-m 4>4 *jf) on? d q<jd Pbqi 44T «TT 1 
5E4) '3RRT, 4? d) 3p? 4d ft> PTPPM d 1.97 
SO 44 *R^d 4444T ^T4 4^1 4R ftl4T «TT, 44 
44T c]TcT d 9pB k*q>?| <m»ii 44 4)T f^TT $IT ; 
%f) ft> 344 d HcTT? d 4^ dl 1 


(vi) 

(^) ^iMi-4 ^<6 45) yqftid « 4T p 

<3TT?nfdi ftRrs? «4M tt fdqlRti c ti<^ ft^iftd 

<JKF#FTt/^3pE(t <TC 54R d E^T HWlRcT fMd) 
do- ( 4 ) d d?I^H %4T 1 

ftRl^ 2TM 12% dlft^b 44 4Rd MWlftd 

fd^mt d dddFT ft^n w 11 


(^sf) y4t c RTT'3Tt mi RdRd OKFEfi AfrH SRI Rdftd 
tr «?ir d H^i?r opt si^s 

fcm-fdM d Rfdqffdr sfNrt ^ <s^m 4 

^IR, # wM qq OPT 5f^ qrEft/RI^ 

OfTFI^rd % ^d ^ HM d MHM ^T d Rf^iRd d 1 

<JE4 ?Tdt d ^4d ^T d d#ET ft)^r J Nr 11 

(vii) 

MWlRd <d ^ 4H R^ u fl 6 d did 4)1 ^<4 

1 ft) ^ ^f^HT tTltte d #T dd 

^rfd ^ ftm ^mj fdr, ywiftd ^d ^ hft 

^ fPT do-5 d SRdlftcf ftRd d 01.01.2012 d 
30% 45t cT«TT 01.04.2013 d 49.5% dfes 

^ wy 4 ^ 11 d dd WMi ftd«iFTidt 11 
^d«bl «*\m dt «IR 1 

'jrfd^FTT 45) dld^l d 3 4d 45) ^4fd % Rr ^d ^ 
M^cliq '3ftftlcT nRqcid ft^ 4^ t cM dMId d^dl 

Oii«hd 4)1 nR^dd, d4^dl^, ft)4l 44T 1 1 

(viii) 

ddMH R IJpfi MT m ^FTd ftTR d d^d d, 
1-1-12 d 30% dt cT^TT 01-04-2013 d 49.5% dt 
ywiftd 4^d d ^rm dt ^r dt ^ i 

SKdlftd dfes cjivi 4T 4d 41T fti4l v dH dl^ffT 

^ftR4d TRFT, ft^T 4>l4M u lldt d 

M^d fti4T dfpr | 

4)) ^T Rqi 44T t dlft) 3 44t ^ ^ 

ftfd Tdt 4T 44 5H4SU4 ft)4T ^IT H4) 1 


7.3 34cf $ WIT, d ofR d) ft*I I, dd4 d d)% ft4T W 


(i) #4FT STCrira, 5rfcT ^ TR^ft ^ #T t, ftffid STtfflUFT ?#R 

11 ^) PR[ 4<? qiwfacu aWiF^ 45) yfcP^jcf d)'*K u i c irril'3d d 45) RTcft 11 

pi ^]R> d STM '3TT4 2008-09, 2009-10 PI 2010-11 $ 
4TRftp $ ^T d 4T^4 45) M I, ftld 4#6 T4ld d S#R tol W ll ^ 
2011-12 4) fdd *Rfd PI 9p? <m 45) 3% 45) 45 HR 2010-11 $ 
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qifflR4) 4? ^i*iN HR! T RT 11 2012-13 ^ 'HROTf 4? f%q Tfvjj<^{| irq 
6% 4?t 4? RR 2010-11 4? TOfte ^ tiOT HPJT TO t TOT 2013-14 ^ 

2 014-15 sr^q; fast =pf 4 OT4 qit 3 % 4 ffe 4 Fft 1 1 

2011-12 % f$m lilcHlM 3TPT, cWT 2012-13, 2013-14 nq 2014-15 % 

ayr , 2010- 11 % , foil fott qfafa $ 

^ t, aten5?r, 4^ sit t gsr pi 4^f f i 2011-12 % ftm, 
f W* % fol 3M, M % 3134ifel «|3R t 3PRlf M t, qt &RT 
^TFf W 11 OTcr: 4pJ TO TO ^TFTcT fw u i $ OTOff ^ WRtTT 11 q? 
HRT ^TcTT I ft OTH fam % 3TO#, cTFRT ftqqR? $ ot TOq 

to# $ zr$m, torto 1 1 01-01-2012 % ^ wft 
H H#TO # RH 3 gq, 6 % # qq otot 2012-13 $ qif 3 foqr 

TO ll 

(ii) 2008-09, 2009-10 qq 2010-11 £ Hr TOOT =pr, qfe M ^ 

11 2011-12 $ f?R, HTOIT 5TTT 3^*i]Rcl «OT ^ ‘3TJHR, #t TOOT OT 

11 2012-13, 2013-14 qq 2014-15 $ %q 3TJOT, #t OTTR qq |f, 3ft ft, 
^ ^ # OTR * Hr OTOT ^ |, ft % # TT^ frq 

q^ f i qicTOq 4? Hr HqiqtRfq Rfh 4 ? Hr ciiHi 4 q qft 4 ? 
q&FT, TOiq 3 q^f q# qq f i 

(ii*) ^cr-^q q Rfaq ^ 3 ^#r#r 

^m^trot sttHth I, Rft tro/ro^O r# $ 27 % ^ ot ^ Htr 
TO 11 ^qif^rT gq ‘frtalRfl ^ ^T ^ OTte ^TOT TO ^4# 
2008-09 3 2010-11 TO ^ %q # q^ I OT 2010-11 qfr 10% q^ qTte 
2011-12 ^ 2014-15 TO $ STgOTf ^ Rr <& ^ |, t^otr ^ 
2008-09 ^ HR 2010-11 TO OTR'4) ^ ^ ^ q^ | qqj 2010-11 

10% q^ 2011-12, 2012-13, 2013-14 qq 2014-15 * OTOTt * Hr ^ 
qf ll 

(iv) to sTR^ft q^ff/%q qqro ^tOTRr srfct#, oth Rto 

^ RsTT-ftM ^ GT^HR, ^TTte q^ Rrt TO 11 

(v) orrqfef qqqq qq ottr sqfnM tf, fiMJ qq q^Tinte q^qrM qq gq 

^ ^ qq q^TTHte ^ q^: OT OTrT RTte 1 1 qfe ^ 

'3T3OT OT 2008-09 ^ %q 2010-11 TO $ Hr 3OTRT TO I TO 
'R^mfqq ^ 2011-12 * OT^qq q?rr 2012-13 ^ 2014-15 TO £ % 

%qjTO% 3OTR qq I, to^toc ^ Hr otto qq |, rt 

^tqqqqr^ ^ ^ qqgq Rr qq 1 1 orrqdtqR?^ fqq ^ q^nqrHq^ 

^ % M SOTt RRf, tqq qq OT TO q^I OTcr, q^jf^q 

^ Hr 3qq$TO qqf siq>, qro nq rot ^ tft TOfroq ^ eroHr 
wW, qftro qqroqf % Hr qfvm qq #pnqt qq gq 
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(vi) to* srtot $ 1 to $ tor fan 7R t ^ i 

Jlmrq rft $ fcrrf, 28.03.2005 $ ter-faM ^ ^ 2.9.9 3 SigflK TO 

I, Mf ^ jrw ^ ^ to ^ T ifcTt^r $ 11 

(vii) <?TITO ftTOT *5T TOSFT 12.08.2009 $ OTI* ^ TO#C TOT 3 WpRT 

HITO $ 3PJ5* 11 

(viii) 5ltc[ % vMITOcTT 3 f^PTOT M I TO ^0 TOt ^ i^tiHPT 

TT ^ 3 ^ f dlft? 'DMll STOI TOT *R ^ I 

(ix) ^Ifa ntcr to gro *r ** ™ I tot gro tom 3 sraifta to[ ^ $? 
^ Sp^TO ^TT t, TO TOTO 9Tcf TO% *R teR teT 
oft TOR |:- 

“Srfcl ft*T, Sift M 20% $ Site ftsftftcT 3TO#f 3 'Site ft# TOR $ 
Site fMITO TT., 5rfc[ TT TT 10% # H# TOR ^ TOlf ^R SPjft* 
Ml" 


7.4 TOTO*Mt SRT SRp # ^ TT#te ^TRTcT ftTOT 3 *31^ ^ ^F1?T Mcf ^ ^ |: 

_ (?ira ^rof 3) 


TO ^D 

fa4<°r 


4IWfat> 

4IWfa* 


UWlftd 

2008-09 

2009-10 

2010-11 

2011-12 

2012-13 

2013-14 

2014-15 

1 

‘hd '3TT4 









fo) H44(t 

779.48 

660.48 



- 

- 

- 


_l_ L ___-- 

(g) 'ilrHIf^i 

2332.87 

1544.90 

657.48 

650.51 

667.73 

738.51 

835.59 


(n) ?I^ 

1154.34 

976.38 

823.28 

2295.75 

2302.75 

2488.95 

2905.53 


.. \ l _ jX - 

^ '3TRI 

4266.69 

3181.76 

2038.64 

2946.26 

2970.48 

3227.46 

3741.11 

11 

^ <md 



4359.03 

6452.47 

4722.76 

4925.76 

5140.85 

Ill 

Pi#>ic! tA 

351.95 

336.44 

272.61 

429.77 

288.82 

297.82 

307.10 

IV 


52.79 


43.62 

68.76 

46.21 

47.65 

49.14 

V 

VI 

\~uf\ itftRfy /Tn^T 

(681.00) 

(1759.91) 

(2611.63) 

(3986.53) 

(2060.39) 

(2016.90) 

(1729.18) 

j^rl ^[tI>N/WT 3IPI 

^ ^ 4 

-14.72% 

-53.62% 

-125.97% 

-132.97% 

-67 81% 

-61.02% 

-44.91% 


8.1 *K, MFf TRTtTO TOM *R 3Rft RTO TOTOM ^ ftlFE 5 ftTOT, 

2011 to 8 teror, 2011 $ to! $ to<t sfR ste w) 11 ttoto wftro 

4 te ft wh*M srt te m ^ tero, # ft sTRfte^ $ tom $ ftq smite # 

I, RR^T 

(i) #? STTOE m\m\ $ ftTO ft M teRT ft*T I ft 49,000 TO ^ET # 

^RTITO, ^ c[4 ^ ^ITH TOMT W <HrT TO Slftt TO §STT 11 *f? iRT TOf 

^t ftftft I ft srgrP tom ft steTO ste 1 ! ( 3.10 to) ’jtt to! 
TOmi ste ftft TOt *5 ftR ST^^E TOM 3 ^ ^TTOE 45T ^TTcTETO 
(spfe 12.00, 13.00 TO 15.00 WM TO) ^TT ^ ?t WTTI Slcf: ^ 
ttptt toPE STTOE $ McT T( ^TTff I TOT 4^TFT ^ 

ten: «lte[ ^ fTf 'ite ^ TO1R ^ ^ 'S##TOrfT M ^ 11 SfcT: 
^ ^#RT TO ^TOT fl TOfTO <Rl^t SM TOEft M I TOT 
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% TITO 3 (M RR WT M) R>M !7^T R>t 11 TO % SFjM fM I 
f% Mfa ^ f?TR ^T? 3TRTR5 RT m«i<{) % 5PTR RT RfcT RR ilTdl«l if RftRlfyct 
TOT % Mr fM TOI M TOFF TON Id 3 «f>M ^ R5R*T 3 

M W# RRT TO^ RfH?H 3 RFfT fo>R RR TFTO 3 M?ft, 2011-12 3 
2014-15 RRj tFW 71.41 TO F0, 334.90 TO F0, 358.89 TO F0 RR 
432.85 TO F0, I 1 

(ii) RFTlM RT R7 TOttiW«i £ cj^ TOTR£ttlRFRMR£3fl 

TOFF wft^ci R? RM fft 3 RWT TO R^Rct ^ TOFT 3 M 

$ *fr? toff qR^'cf 3 r>M M % tot ofR orte *fM Mi 

(iii) RF jRc Rft ^io) I ^ tM RR Rl4lRici ^jft, TFTR eTFFT-faq^i 

*r«Wr**i 

(iv) 33 : 

(^) M 2010-11 ^ f^R RIFTM TO R?T TOTR TOFT TO % 6% R>t 

(3% R> M +3% '3TT^q % far) *<ftRRT eft f f ft 

of)Rirt^i 1 1 M ^/srrcf ^ to I, %r f% 2011-12 r> foq 

TOR RRT SFJRtM 11 TOfa, M RR R$R*T R^f Mr f, 
01.01.2012 3 fMt R> TOT M R>f TfTOTT 11 ?F RrM 

% M 15% RT Mr fojRT TO I ?F TOR 3 2010-11 ^ RTFTM 
^ TOTR TOfR TO^ft fMt 3 RRTR R^f WTT RFJR R& r£ 11 erf 
2012-13 ^ TOftf FTFRT % 15% R7 S^HlPld TO^ff wfaFT RTT ^T 
RTO 1216.81 TOFOtlRTR%RRf^f?!R TOT ^ TOp|ft TT^TtTO 
RRTR RT 6% ^ RlM RTT Rr^T RfFTT 11 TOT 3 far TO TR 
% WM SRT IR^cT TO£ff TT3TTSFT VW\ ^ WTT ^f, <3TR#R5^ 
RT Wt TO TOR R^ 2012-13 ^ 2014*15 cFF TOT: 383-90 eTTW 
^0, 406.94 TO ^0, RR 431.36 TO ^0 11 

(tr) TOTRT TOT ^ '3T^tR fM I f^5 <f$FT RR '3T^TRH RT 

TOT: 27% RR 8.33% RT TT^RR ^ TOR RT RRR f^RT RTR I 

(v) RRlf^TR RTRte HRf RR M $ Mt RTRT ^ TTRMR ^ %R ^R? I^R RR rfjff 

^ TOT ^ TO % T^\ |R, 3RTTRTO R5T 3TTRR #RcT RT rM RRT 11 
TOR i* RRTRT RRT 3TTTO R^ 2006-07 RR 2007-08 RT ^TTRTftrT RTI r4 
2009-10 RR 2010-11 ^ f%R 3TTRflRW^ RRT TO TOTOT 

(M-RR) Tt TTRte <3T^TR ^RRT R^T ^ R^ 11 

8.2 RRRRM ^ TR ^ RTFT I f^T RRT ^ RR #T ofe I^^RR r£ RTT 

RTOt cTRT RTf *f W TOft 11 TO: ^ RRf R^t R?p> ^ R^ RftRcfR R RR^ |R, 

TOT % ftTO TOR RtT M5R ^ TO RRT "JlRRH^ ^ 3RjftR I j% TOlf^T #[# R5t TO 
^ 1R, RV]tch R |fa ^R?f RR ^ R^ RTR I TO: RF SRjfte ^RT TOT I f^F MM, 

TOTftRRFRJ ^ far TOT^R R% RR RT Mr R^R5 RR^TR RT TO RF^3Tt ^ TO 
3 tor 3T^T ^R ^ ^RRT Mr Rj^ I 
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9 3 4TTB?f $ RBfBB 4)l4dl<fl TBB, SB ITlfeT^ £ 444^4 % ft44^ B 44B34 
11 bb^ib R#qf $ jim H¥t bbt.-SR^ 5RT fcr bb B$f % bfbrr, RRfaR q#4t 4Tt 

Bi^ti 4 *ift FBrft 3«iFiis<i http://tariffauthority.gov.in bt wi 

<ETTB BTB*t I 

10 BTB^ 4T 4>l/dh? 4R?t HBB B4^IB 4)f ^BBT 4$t W 4t B^*f 3 PlHfafckl 
t^tcT BTB^ TIE? t 

(i) % BB#T 4BB =BTR 4#§B 44Bf HB7RB BR f^TT (3TTT#TBFi^) Tt BR $ 

Pi*iWH f?TB <i4hm yfn^Mcll OTTRTftB 4>t SlfcT 4B FT (Pl r H BIT) *f 
BFRB 44 ytdM fcBT 11 SB Urf^BTBB % F*t$TT BBTTFBJBT ^ ^ 5lfcT HR ORBR 
4T ftqfftR 4)1 RTB RT# Mm ^BTOTt ^ fttlfftcT 4)T f BBT 4RB 4Tt 

BBTS ^t 4t faj RRB ^ Rtt % RTR *f RSTtRB 4R^ RRB 2006 ^ '37F<4T BBT 
2001 *f 5rfcT BB $J?4> 4Jt foRT RTRI RFT RF RBTBT FtBT f«B 

fo?IE4RfRR R47RTF BR 4^ 44 faTOTRfBR RRB *RR (4TM) 3 

(4^4 Fft % RK 44Bt BBTBB BR STBTB Tt bIh^I R fRRtRB ^ fRR ^4) 
MtB 4v<^ ^ fRR f^TTWIjFRR 4vM ^BTB ^ TTMTR 4T 44fRE? 4) Id BBB RF 
4TB W& Mi BSR RRTBR ^ mti fFBT4> 24 ^B, 2009 $ BR B0- 
RB^t-13018/4/05-RR-II ^ BFB R4) B^ 4)'H( ,j l ’ftfB ^BR 4)T I, fan 3 SB^ 
FPtt BtTB ^BTB! 4)t ft^ST ftRT t BB 4)t H<n%(\ 4)t JlfrT9lRRT ^ 44TTB BB % 
'3TTBTT 4T ^Bl y l ^4) 4)T BBBT 4)T BT7.1 

BS BtB 4R^ %B ^ ^cu 4^t JIM 4R^ ^ l^IB ‘FIBBTff 4)T 

vJ(MK4)dl $ ^ JrfrT BB TT Mi"}) 4) 1%^ utTBTSB 44 44*f 4)M BBT B4B 
JIBTrft TTft BB ^ 4^t BTBB ^ 4|f44 ^BIMB ^ BB ^ OTB^T 4R ^tl 
BBBB’M 44 JRBTB BT44T 4)t #BBB ^flfrT «FT BTBB 4RBT I BBT BF B4) 
JIB^T^ftB 4>4B 11 

(n) BB^ttM ^ JITTB ^ f% TT^ftB ^4)<B BBTB ^ BTJBTT, Bf^TB) 4^ 

BBB ?KT 12-08-2009 3 BT^ 4^ BT ^T I BBT B?Tt%T bPTBT BTBf 4^ '3TTBR 
4T BFTB fBBBB rTBR ^4? BB 11 ^5 JIBtBBT BBBB? % 4)FT I f^> TF$B 
orfBBvTB BBR STB BTf^B I^B BB B^HfBB Bf^T4> BTBt <Ft BBB alii BTF ^ 
4TPJ B^ f^BT BBT f? BBT Bf^TB) BTBT 44 B4)BBB TBT 4T BT^ 44 'ST^fTB 
taT I, %BT PT5 BFTBBBt ^ ^TB TP^tB 3Tf^T4R u T BBR 5TTT Mb f%BT BBT 11 
^ BB#T BtTB 4TH^BBdl q#^TB^F ^ B4^ I^BT I f% 5RBlt^B JT^T BB ^ 
BTB4) fav* F^BT BBT < ' J i c f3Til’3Tt 4) frTB 4>f^BlSBT ^4T 45^BT I BB44 44) t f% 
STfrT BB g^> % f^TB 44 JRBTB BB B4> Bff BTBT BTBT BlfFB, BB B4^ 

BTB4) BTB BB BT4)S BTF ^ BSlTtfaB B^f Ft BT^ I 4BB ^ TBI44T PBBT 

I #T4> BTB BB^ STTT 3#I4) ^ 44Bti^TB 14^ BT ^ I BBT ^BBt 

4> BTB TftFT^yt BB ^ BTrlf 4R^ BtTB % Hb *t ^IdyRi^TB BT^ 4)1^ 4> BBRT 
Pty BMt \ 
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[HPT III—*5F¥ 4] HTR HH TT3m : 


RFT RR '3TT s h^l <tft d*fl$TT RT HHR t, RRR % Pl^d f3f>4i t toj^l RTTCf % 
tor HHFto q3 m nto jto % rrr <m$ ^ tow 4 r^j to 
RH4 RtoI Mrli % 'Wrs) 4 HtolR R Rtft % *JHllfad Rff HH Rll* 

Vm to to, to?T iitcHWH R& HRto HT RHR toff I tfWlfad qfrl HR RT, 

WlrHI^H 3RRPfT Rt TTHlto to Rtol 

WFM StTTT !JHpT to[ W HTRR, HdM4 5TTT totR to< u l tof % 'ST^T 
^ RW tofl f«B HTR 4- toT RT HRRT I f% eitllfR i-i'^nifcid HSJncf qq cW)UU|d 
RRIH to % 3ITR3jR, RF WFTcT Wft tocT RT ’jft RTF <£7 R#t RTRT 11 RRR 
5RT to JR '3TR«JTOTT RT WR 4 tot ^q ^r^Ttf^T SlfHR HR <jft RTF ^ 
rTPJ toT WIT to HTRRf 4 4t toRR, 3TH ^fRHR ^ HTIH$f qto $ HR 
toT RiqRT, tof^f HjTJ HHR toTTl RRR 5T7T HlfRR HR ft RltoRR to HR 

HtRtfaR toR hr $ orm ht qnqHtot ^tt rfjr to hr sjpr frtoR 

^ to ?H HTHR RT fa$toq toT HHT | RRT HRR HRHTRt 4 tolT ton 

w 11 HsTtfHR toR hr rt r?f ^ Hrq tot ht sto hhr rT qn 

Hlto Rt '3TH# totW/HtoR ^ R7HTH % HHR to RRHI, 3R RfR Rt 
HHTF <ft tot I fa> HF ?H to 4 HIR^RR RRH RHTR I 

HHtHdi qnttoto % Rton toT I fR hrr ht ^t tot u^uh r|^t 
^ «TjR tt t tofto rtFR ?tot 11 toRT qtorqto sttt q^iq qq ^h nto q^t 
*rt tot ^t hht ?h wm $t to hhtr to qq tortot 4 toMr 
to <£t HrR q^t Mem? <ft tot 11 

(iii) HtR <4IdNId <& HTRTto HRT, ^ft 3TR#Rt^^ ^ «R % fdtod q^t toq 

hrt ^<di I, to to ^ tor orntto to% ^t 11 ortoqdto 

STTT tofto HHdto HRT =t4 2008-09 4 126.81 ^TTW H^O ^ I, Rt 

2009-10 4 108.52 ?nW^0cR5totHtlcmT^ 2010-11 4 dd l f^ld 
Htoto 6i.7i ^o hh dH5 to Pit hht 11 ft ^th <8\ toq 

hrt nto q5t ^rjnto to hrt 2011-12 4 61.05 hh, 2012-13 4 6i. 

85 HR, 2013-14 4 69.05 ^TM HR, RH 2014-15 4 78.45 HR HH 
RTJHR 11 HtR % FTR: fto | RRtoRT^ % to HTRT RRT dldNId , 
RTHRq toRR 5RRTR ff ^RT % RpJHR R^f ft HHRTI cf4 2011-12 % 
2014-15 R^ ^ to RTTTtoR^ % to qRRHtot 5FT RRHffRR RfdTRTR, fR 
iR^ton ff ^h to % orto fto snqr I fR to hrrp hirtrtr 
(^tototo Rt Ttor) 4 R^TtHR to ^iqHT i 

HRRHtot ^ to HTHPR Hto RRM 4 tosT to I fR to RTRR5 RT 

HidiHiti, (^tototq^t Rt toRT) to 1% toto to ht 2011-12 ^ to 

3.1 RHR HR, to 2012-13 ft 2014-15 RR RHST: 12 RM HR, 13 RFR HR 
RR 15 RTCR HR qtoR fto W I, cr4 2011-12 ^ to HTRT eft R^ RTtotR 
ttorf % RRRTT HT, RT4 hM R#t to RHT 3TRTtR to I fR HR#? R^TRTH 
^TRTRR 5TTT to RRTR R tot HT Hf Hto Rt «IR 4 to gq, h 4 
2011-12 4 0.5 RM HR to HTRTR RTRTRfR (%totoqR RTRIRTR Rt toRT) 
RR vto RHt % to RRT R1RI 'SHR RRiq qq RR°Tt ^ to HTHFR 
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(iv) 


TOM 3 0TTO> *IWWRT (^OTl^oftftto iteR) qft 2011-12 ft 
2014-15 $ Uto ^ ^ 1 W® TOT W 11 3il«Ikw^ ^ 

TOM ft q^t toft qftt ^ It cRJHR, 0iKfttos*3, ^ H«*W ft to 
4MMId JlftqR, qft 2011-12 ft 2014-15 cMT 4) to TOST: 58.95 
ZZ, 50.85 ATM TOT, 57.05 ATM <M 64.45 ^TTW 11 qftTO ?pf) R 
^ OTTO) TOM I d ft totftt 45T TTTO, H^O ylrdiei OTFT, tlWM 
R^fTcT ft 57.7 ^ H), 307 W3 H), 340.5 fllM *\0 qq 404 *IIM ^0 TOST 
2011-12 ft 2014-15 cMi $ to $ to O^HlPffl 11 to toft RT TOft ft 
ftt «RT^ TTsSt Rlcft 11 


qrH ft Ofqft toft 15 fftTOT, 2011 $ ^ i OTdftcT qft*TFT 9pB qi cPTT 

TO l to qjft R R fttflte TOcT f^TOT SH^cT ftoT I ofk ^ ^ 

fan qq orftf, to 2010-n ft ftMT-qftar ftw ft oppr 11 orqft toft 15 
Rrerer , 2011 ft qsr ft q?q ft#to ottot toa ton qrgq qto ft to, 

WT ft toft 5 f^TOT, 2011 ft OTqft qq 5TCT Ml ton ft *!? OTjftq tott I 

ft TOqft, 2012 ft to M-III to ftft-IV ft $ TO$ft ftSTto ft 

qfft qift toft STTO ftt 15% R, TOT 5TTT *TFft ^ 3% ftt toft ^fa^ft 
3RFT ^TPTcT OI^HH ft qrfto) 6% qT, cFTT fttf OTTO) TOTTO ft 0T^#RT 
c^M ft w r torc to ^nq i tot ft WF\ ton! ft ^ to ft^tofa 
5 iRiw qr tor to ton I qfar toto qqjq ftt ftro to$ct tor I oftr 
ot^t to I ft sto q^qr qq ftsto ^ wr ^r tor tor * i 

%T fa fauim % TO^TT wS,# OTTO) WTO ^ 4> 5T^M 

m tor to w 11 tot srt to ^ fttot ^ tot ^ |q, 

Wtt ^ 15% R Ff?to ^ 5m cTCT 3% ^ ®RK 6% R ^r#F 

qr totpt Fisto toft ^ to: to wli orrrto^ ^ torm q> 

to f^ror tro ^ wr Ffstot ^ ^tor to w 

ortoro^ ^ to 5TTT 5R^cT to ^ ^TFFT t^TOT ^ Fto ^ 

witot/^tont qft toftt ^ qf %• 


(qr) tot ^ ^\ I ^5 2011-12 ^ to I r^tt ^ to qtor, w^z 

oj^TH? ^ otjttr 1 1 2012-13 ^ to tot ^ tor I fa 

6 % 3 ft qrto ^rqrit^FftlqqqK^^qqt^to 3 %^ ^nto 
q)t TOfr 11 ^ *ft OT^r qqf ^ to TOT % I Pr> 5% 
qft cnto ^r ^ =ft ^TTcfr 11 qroto skt qr^T to qq 

efPTcT f^TOT 35T OTTOFT 4TT^ qf TO TO I f^B ^T M^leH *3$ 
qorqq rFF TOFT sqtotf (^TfF 5 toc) jPT^: 57 % qq 66 % 3 ft 

c£t erf 2011-12 ^ I to to qq tor to ^ ot^tr q 4 
2010-n ^ to TOq ^ qRqto qft ^nrr ^ q 4 2011-12 ^ 28% 
3ft wift 1 1 2012-13 $ oto q 4 ^ to ^r to, toft q 4 ^ 
OT^tot qft ^eRT ft 11% ft 36% ddlft I rP3T qft 

2013-14 qq 2014-15 ^ to #r, toft qftt $ OFjto ^ 
orft^q, 3 % ft 7% qqr qft ^?r ft qr^ 1 1 
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to 2011-12 $ fa#T to 3 toft TO TO 5T^ toto 

$ to ^to 3 tot torof i to 6% eft ^ 

O^F^prfrT F?T 31^45< u l 5TTT 5MFT cf§t to I1 TO^toPTl ^ MWM 

toTO tot 3 wi to |toh $ arg^q - tor tot to $ 

toto/3Tgto 2fjt toTO 2011-12 $ 2014-15 m $ 5lto> to £ 
to 6% «f§t q|p(q> af^cT, tor ^T TO> TOT «Fl(qi^ «T?t TO to I, «fit W*l 
to gq TOTOtot 5TTT JTSJfT 3TJTOTf 3 to*FT fto TOT ll 

far) toT 1% TOT 3TTT TO^flM tor TOT I, 1 ^q(l, 2012 It qtot 
M-III to M-IV $ torfto $ to to i t^ *rtor to stto, 

2011- 12 $ *T$Wto argTOT ^ 3TOIT tot gq, 2012-13 £ 15% TO 
TOTT TOT ll 

fa) %i I wn to *p>r I, wM stot to^ct 2010-11 $ 
toto stok tor gq, *to ^ aro to to 3 , ato aMro^T 
tot, toto to hrtto to antor wto aro to 3 toto ^t 6% to 
argto 1 1 tor to Ptfto to 3 to 2011-12 $ to toto ^ 6 % 
to tfto to to t, to^ toft srt 28% qft ^ a^niPid ^ to 

11 TOTO flSltTOT TOM ^ TOT I wto If tot ^Tto 5f^T TO 

aryrFT to fftot I, to: to ^ to gftoro 3 Ttotftt tot I 1 totto 

toTO TOM I to TOT TOT I, TO|fa toTOT TOTM $ 27% TO 
833% TO to TO j^gfc $ TOTTO TO TO^ff toTOT TO TOTM, 

FTTTO toM If $ ftoMT TOT 11 

fa) tot If, ftoto to ^ to TOT^fr, toro artot, toto ton^t 

toTTOMTfltoTf SKI cf?t TOft I, TOT toTO TTfcTSTcMT aTOlfto ^5 %< 
TOT ^#MT ll to fto toTMT I TOMT TOT I, to TOTO5 
TOTTO I OH^HlPld tol to gC[, TOT^ft, TOTTO TO SJpfi § 
TOT TOT 3tT MtoTO to 'Ji Tell 11 TOtoTOTsM^T ^ TO '<£ Pi ton ^ 

to H^1^{| TO ^ to TO 2 ! TOfl TORT, TOFT I 

2010-11 $ TOcrfto fr to TO T1MTO to I cT«TT to 2011-12 
^ to TOT ^FT '3Tg I TFT ^1 < lll ^ fto 3% afltto o|<Sd ell^ ^ ^ 11 cpf 

2012- 13 ^ to, TO ^ MTfto ofTOT 6% 3TTOT| ^ I cT?TT to 

2013- 14 TO 2014-15 $ to TOFT I TTto? ftoT tof ato 3lfe 
®fTOT 3% tot 11 Fto 5RT IMR to[ TO TO^TtftoT TOTeT toll I, TOFT 
STOT TOto to 3% to ^ ^ TOTO TOT TOT I to TO ^ttoTOT ^ 
'3TJTO TOT SfgFFT If 6% to toto ^TTOT to OT^to ^t to ll 

totmt, ^ntot, 2012 ^ M-III to M-IV ^ to^ito ^ to to 

TOTgfl ^TtoTOT TO 15% 5T^TM TOT TOT I ftoFTT TOT I TTSTT TO ^ 
ftoto ^ to TOgeT to TO TOT '3T^TFT $ tot If 2012-13 TO 
tot TOt ^ to toMT TOT 11 to f^ TOTtoto I TOT toT I, 
toTFF TOFT % FFTMT TOT I F^TT ^T toMT TO fto ll TOT 
f*RT 5R^F q5t ^ ^T^MlPld ^ ^ TOT TOT I, PMFT to ^ 
to TOTR5 TOTTOT If toto ^T F^lfl TOTOlTOT STtPmt to 11 
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cfjpNwTPT S? fas Plslfafl 1 jpff S>f STR t HMI fast t1 
STRj- SF gfe St f fa SdS £ SIR S?t^ RTSPT 3TTf^fPTf S#f t, farfa 
faS '31 k 4K)^5«^ ^ =Fl4s><fllH ^ faS RlPlSM fa 41 RT TT%, cR#r, IFF 
HI? S>T MSKId 3RT, ^f[ <F14^1(1 ^41 ST SS? ftTHT t, d! J in faST 11 ! 

Pislfaa i jpft s> rs *! mi4) tt* f1 ssps5 *n4fa4?it s? viM«m 2.9.4 ^ 

TT^HTT, ^14^1(1 OTlf^rT f, fad3 fafa 5 ? fafa, SSEFT, SEJ 

tSdlS 3#m stl 11 tScTT ^ KITS 3 S V3% gS, SSSS<M 5RT 

s?Efa i fl sr mR j i u m, <ff stf s> <s4 st srst, ssjrf fam-ftM 

$ TF£TS stt 11 TTPTT^T R9TfaS SRTTS 3 ^Sifad SxH $ fas 
4T4 sT' 0 Si u lkH4> OTFFt $ RS t ^TcTT^ S^ f I ORE ScfSTS SRTTS 

3 cFFfoTfr ^ SFft ^TTS, fafl SSWM SRI WfaT ^ s> 

RS HMt W t I 

(s) TSTT TT^Tt^FT S> ^#T, ScfSTS ST ST R3?lfacT TTEET falTS UI^uIHSj-I 
ST TlVl'd t1 ?TI SEfa t SS TEF 3l^4lRcl OlfaST TTT^ fasi *\W\ f, d4 
2011-12 TETRI Fft SITU #IT, 3RT: s4 2012-13 3 2014-15 SST ^ 
fas RTSS Tfa4t falfa ST 144TT fa4T 'dldl t1 SFT SF SclMI MITlT J H 
#TT fa <STT#F^ $ frlS TTFET faSFT, ^F $ ScfSTS ST ST s4 

2011- 12 3 2612.06 RES R0 ST STST SSTfaT tl 

TTTSFS TT^H SSfa 3 tRT fa ^TST W f, s4 2011-12 $ fas 2612 . 

06 TIES R0 ST TPj4 ^^.dlPld STST, SIETf RSlfaR ST4s>RIS ^ STSf 
$ TTSScJ: <JTT fan SST t1 s4hm ^ sfasiddl 3SSlRrl ST 
' TT^Ttf^TcT TTTSTf faSTFT ^ S?lM S^ TfRcT TT44t falfa S5T TTRI^I s4 

2012 - 13 % 2014-15 TFF $ fas 4^ f^TT W S: 


(ties ^sst 3) 


fiqt w i 

2012-13 

2012-13 

2013-14 

FEr 

(i) ' 3 TFT 
(ulrHWd 

Afar) 

2395.32 

2835.02 

3361.98 

8592.31 

! 


- 3032.57 

- 2995.78 

- 2906.37 

- 8934.71 

(iii) Er^f 

' 3 lfeI^/TRT- 

$ % £ 4 

- 126 . 60 % 

- 105 . 67 % 

- 86 . 45 % 

- 103 . 98 % 

vTltlCl 


(b) TTFTcI faSTYI ^ SF ^SI ^TT TTSTTT t fa OITRflSSF^ ^ St4skTS 
ScfSET ^F ST rfaf SSf 2012-13 ^ 2014-15 TFF S> fas ^TTcT TS ^ 
103.98% $ faW Sit 11 ^ifa TS ^ TRS ^TT SRT 8934.71 TIES 
TI0 tl 

STTTlfaS Sfa SS ^ ST SSRSM STTT O^SlfaS OTRTjfaSF^ 

sFEfanis s 5 t % oiis 9939.06 ties hj, s 4 2012-13 4 

2014-15 ?EF ^ cftS SSf St 11 STTT ^#ET OTTS, #F 

v3RTFF SldlSId ^ SlM % SSTS ^ stl S^lfal t, ^ fa SrFT STTT SIS 
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FTTS FF 7pm ^TnyT7Trr 

3 SftcT faFT FFT 1 1 BTFB5 FTrrTFTB % OT^TH F B91TFF ^ 
y^irf^icl ST FT *§R TOfTlte TOT s4 2012-13 F 2559.85 TO BO, 
2013-14 3 2779.5 TO BO TO f 4 2014-15 4 3218.5 BTR BO 
te, Bf fa F£F faBTFR 8557 85 TO BO FPfT l 

W PWt TOfF f!>T TOT FBFT F>T <fti4M' , llcJl FB FfacT Feft I % F^5 teB 
^ *[FT FRT, #F TO7B5, FtefT, FRBT #TO, gf^TT TOfa, tel 
BRMF FTlte BF B (SSBTTB TOT FFt FF FFTF FRR gq) faqj TOT 
I, F^ TO*ltes«^ £ FTRF 3 TO FF RFTFT TOf?F=T t1 TOT STB s4 
2009-10 SB 2010-11 ^ te FFF STB FRpT faq FT TTBTF Fft Fgrft 
% ortef qr arote |f te te % te to^t tr sjbtt % fas 
teMI W Ftcf FF ST, TOBTfacT tel 3 STJR ter W 3?tBB BBFT 
FR TO FFT |, FFlfa TOTO^f sp-jte qm f^T TOT FT FFTf % 
TOFFT F$t FBTTSFRT Bite 11 FBTOft 5TB BBTfarT te FSf FT faq 
3W\ B Ffa FF^ST TOT % TOTte F# $\ | TO ^ S BIF l fcid teT 
^ TmgRT tot f i te fsT f^ TORite teT % te trote to ff 
FT BT^ TOFT TOpTB F te FFTfa TOFtft STB BBlfte tef F$I 

otfto f Frrote TOBFt F$t gro 3 tei tot tot 11 fte sr 

f 4! 2009-10 TR 2010-11 % faq SrfcT FF tem BBR FT[Tft % OTTFTT 
FT, TOTtet (FTte) STB BBTfaeT #FBT, FTOT #TO, TO BF7FT, fFT 
W, ^fTO anf^ £ te SfrT FF FT, TOF Tt [fTOf TO TO 11 ^TT 
B$te FF TOTS BB TOT%T FT 3 TO TOFT FT bTOff TO s4 
2012-13 ^ 2069.94 TO BO, f 4 2012-13 ^ 2218.61 TO BO TO 
F^ 2014-15 F 2586 75 TO BO ^ BTOTT t, fTOFF TOR FF 
t #T Fqt ^ te 6875 30 TO BO ^F I, telFF FT^ FF 
IRT % 8592 31 FTR BO ^ FcfFF &]BTi FT 'BTyTlPid TO % 
1717 01 TO BO TO 11 TOT teB 3 %TT TOT BT TTTOT I % 
9JB5 % F?te F 7 FT cftF FFf F^t TOfF 2012-13 ^ 2014-15 FFT $ 
f§F BTTTTftFtTFFj % teTOTM 8937 71 TO BO % FT% 3 11 

FFFF^ 5TB FBTTte te FF FT TO FFWfT STB BBTfFB ^5 te 
FFt % te 3T F B^TtFF F^t RTF F TOB |F, ^ 

TOtelTF FF FTFT cftF F^ F^t Bte % te 10651 72 TO BO Ft 
TOTTI Bte, FF TtefT FFct §F f^TT FfrT FF % te 5RTTTF FBF 
F FFTft FR BT^ tel FT TFT I BBT TOFFkTT B BTO F^BTT 

Ttemraif ft tete fftf teFT teT, ff ?b bff ^ btf 

^ite teT BT BFFTT, TO: FBF STB FBT UBTlfFF te 

FT 3B[tecT F^t BTcft I fa FTO4l STB TTBlfaeT FFFt ^ te STf ^ 

B^te te! 

FFT FF 3RTTFT FTTfte fFTT fa TOt^FFS^ TOfcTTF, TTTFFT B^lteTF 
FBTTF FFFf BBTBF faFT FF fte I, faB FT TOFT % FTlte F?! FT 
T#T tl FBTTfaT ST FT TOTTte^ TOfaBN ^ TO TOT, BTFRT 
B§te TOR ^ BffaTT F?t BTcft 11 TTFF 3lfa^F tefcT FF RTF 3 TOTt 
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gCT, 4r8F4 4#44 SF4T4 3 ’TFfr *\i SJ5g4f) 4##, vHKtlVw*^ $ 
4>l4«WlW 3 '3T5 J #RT 41% # GIFT 3 44^ j§4, MtdlRd 4T 4T tl 
3TR#J4^ $ l4«bdm 3 FPJ# 4RT, 3F4 4)Flf R4T44 4^43414 
SRT SlfcPjft te 4T4T I, ?T«nf^T, 4444## 4T^ # Mcf 3 4 TMl 
54$ 3T4T4T, 444 5KT MWlfa4 #cT E4 4T t Mt TOT # ffo 48 
£#441# <R # 4R 4# 1 T# 7 TT, 4#*f 4#4>4T4 3 41^ # MtdlRd 

yfcT ^ ^ 45% 4?t '3TRIT 11 

(?f) 2005 $ 45J?4) feTT-frM # 3444 4.3 # 3F|4R, 41#4 #T4T 44 

##£?! #t dli'bi, Pf# 4i^IT ct4, #S 3FT4F 44 #? 34441 ^fcCTR 
$#[4 I, 4# 4#4 48#/48b# 4 pR 4>1#/4#4T 44# ITRTT r 4#4 
^ $ Pr S454R I 44T 34# 4$^, 414F4 48#/4it4T # 44f#T 
5RTRf # 60% $ Site 4#t 41^4 I d^q 48# # 

f?R 444 % 3144 3 4#4 ^3 4T y*dlRd 4& 11 4#4 ^3 # f?R 414 
4#4 48# $ pR *|3 4T, 4^4> tel### # 3FJ44 Mfol 4 4^ 
11 41444 ^T^Tt^FT 5R814 3 44|4 ^Idl4ld 44# ^ 4£ 441 4441 

I f# 4#4 §3 # f?R 414 4#4 48# #3 4#41 4# 11 

(v) 3IK#ftl^ $ 44 # ft#SFT # pR tfrT 34 4T £444## *f# 4 

3<4K4)dl $ 4P4^ 4R$ ytdlRd f#41 11 444 ^ F4*3 [#41 I f# UwiRa % 

3Rrc4) ~ fl T EtcT 41# 48’ 3R14 MfblRT 11 STR#^^ # #cl 34 ^ # RR 

Tj^rcff srtr # 44# 3 54 Mite< u i ^ 444 #r wtf # t f# < 3 m 343333 

ScT 5# 41#, PF4-4R 43 cFTT R?itte 37T4^t 4> 3T^TR, t^ 

#T 44! ^ ftTFT ^Fl! 44 ^FT 4R^ 41^ WTRf 5RT 4RT ^l^dl ^ 

*154 ^ yfr[ % ^ ltRT4 ^ '3?t^RT 3RT4434T 4T l^4R f^4T ^TR I cimft, 4 tFT 

% 4 c!hH yWI4 ^4R «FT^ FFT4 FFTT? 44 4T^FT Pfc4T I 44T 
vJN^ 2008 ^ 4M4 ^ ^TR, 4T OT #84 OT44kTT ^ 5TC4T4 #TT 

11 ^T 8FI^ 4T «hl (41^ 444 4^ ^ M 44TF # JT: %44T W 

Pi444 4144 #t P44 44TI cFTlP, 444 ^ F4lt 41^4 4T '3TR#FT5^ % 

P l 4)Pld PR 44 % 5TTT # 2009-10 44 2010-11 ^ 4M #84 4RK44IT 
4^4 4 tI 11 4F 4141 W t Pti 444 SRT MWlPd #84 4RR44TT#4/4F!t, 
4t 41# ^f 4T4 #84 444^4) 4RT44)4T ^ 44T 11 ■3TcfJ4 3 444 SRT 
4 f^ ^ STP4 4R ^ vJRT44)4I 4R # Pl^IRd 4r# ^ #f^4T 4# 11 

Ol^HlRd hIcI 'EFT 4^, 44n44)4T ^ 4 T 4^ ^, # R) 444 &KI ft*# 4t 44! 
2009-10 44 2010-11 $ pR 4F44 ^ 4T4 #84 4RR454T ^ 10% Site 
#«ft 1 4^# 4#, 4)^1 #FI, 41dl 44T, ^4T, X4T4F4, SF4 ^45 4#! ^ pR 

4^ 2009-10 44 2010-11 ^ pR 4F4 4RK44T ^ #14 ^ #f #4?5T 344®T 
4# t, 441R) ?4 44R ^ 4#! 44 4^ 44144 P)4T 44T 4# 4414T 44T 11 ?4 
4n# #t ^ Pr 5RT 44T SR4lfa4 4pT 41# % # #44 4RR4J41 10% 
# 4te ?4pR Pf#t4 4)f 41# I 4#f% ST#4 ^ ?4 48# # 4F4 # 
4^ 441144)41 # 444^14) #4)f 444^1 4#f 11 
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(vi) s*T sntoR^r ^ to tofo 3 qtf, 2010 $ to?! m toq4l /4i/2008 3 

4?1 ^ 4t 4t 4)l4Pl«IK4 ^ 5T^> %iRT ^ Wl 

cj?t HMlc|HI'3?f ddl$t, topt R 4>c|dl Pl*q c T>l<fPl 0 Hl^'i ^T^Tt qr q^ ^fi||qj 

*m. *#& *™r ^ $ ntenftw tor anm ^ 4574T srgs; toir-PiM $ 
sto 4 . 7.1 $ '3T5^r ton 


^ ^ e w 4 Pf«Hiq 4 tot $ to 10%, 20% qq 30% ^ ^ q§t 

IRcnfcfrf fto SJT tot£ «TTq ^ 3to qqj ^ to - SRqifcRT toff1 qrFT % fto 
^Pi^Ml^ to to $ to 33 flWlftd fto I, toi toR totoTTqq $ 
to to ^ tolFT PRTlto q£ftorfiqrrtoqTq3to q^q 3 
wt!?r tor ot atom qr <r 10% ^ ^ ^ >37^# qq m?nq to, qft 
%tw toepr, % to ymm § 20% tor to to faqfe tor 
to?pr qq 3 10% qft toft $ to tofto qr ^ 10% qq q^ qq mm 4 t 
to 1 1 toftoqq % m % qfttor to qr tor?q qq qs qf to toFT 
^ PMto ^ ^ qq oflto to 1 1 qrrq srt q ^nRci 

^ #r tot ^ tofe tor w li qfer 

%/5^ jto $ to toto vJrni^ai $ 10% 37to OTqqqq 5TFcT ^RT pft 
tot I ?rt 10% qq 5RW toto tor *nqr 1 1 to sir 3 , to %/to 
^ ^ to ftoto ^nkwxii % 10% qq? 3 flK 4 >di qm qft tot f qt to ?q 
qr q io% qfr toft ftoto qft tot 11 ^1^1 $ tot ft qto 10% qq 
totor to qr toiler to tof ft tofito to to 1 1 <& to tot 

5R?nto jj? f toHT tot^ ^-fq?tocT 37Ttot qr 3TTtocr to 11 OT 4cbd i * 
rr qtoto ^r ^ ^ qTRTfe toto ^ to q^ft rptw qr ^5 5 ^ 
q? q^di I, to qr qtoto ton toR to *m tor to tor w 1 1 
Wto ^ 3 ?CT: W 4 t tot I f% ^ qq q 5 t 3 qtot q^f? toNlT ^ qqq 
ff^rr ^q ^ ftotor ^ fto ufrr hr qr qr ^qrqqjcrr ^ rr ^ qftofq ^ qqrq 

q^t ?qR ^ to |q, to tofto tor?qto-qtoq torr tor 4 
' 3 nq 1 

(vii) fH HTftWT % 3^ (^fg; jg qgiiir^ 2004 % an^S ^jO 

W*i41 /78 /2003-4'in*i41iil ^ fUtf 3#rft^RT ifiT 3 qif l 44 fell | ai(% 1 
^Tft, 1998 3 31 OT^IT, 2000 m 3^f?r ^ feir 31R2ft33^ EBiTOtt 
^ sRjrqr ^ fat, foa 2006 ^[ teft m qqinrM % % 

^5 f^tr W «ir, 1.97 SRte Wl 4 7U I ^ 

ftqfftcT fe^Hr $ «5HR, q? ^(flRw ?J55) fra 1WM ^8T #IT, TP? cj^ft 
7^1 / Tllcft 11 Ptsff frsftfPT ^ u*ra 9 tPT ^ 4i?T «IT f% q? uHc|{| 2008 fPB 
Sp j^ 1 ^ 457 ^ITI frm ^TPI ^f, ^fifra gf45 97 ar ^H l Pw W, aitrl R^xl 
sps M ^ ‘^T’ am 4it 52ifar li <rpt ^ g)^ 4 I % nrmRm aRr ^ 
9^ 5 ’ft flfrrftw ?Jf45 ^TTftTT 9# I, «?T: ?75 7T?fttra afiMI if ^ Jpi 
^5 HM ' 1 ' 97 tit !TO 9#f 93HI| ElffaH 97f ^ 9FT 3 Mfel «frlR4fI !)m 
wz r tor w 1 1 


534 GI/ 2012-4 
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wr ^ ftfti ^ ft ^TFt ^ wz 

3R f^TT f, ^ 1.97 H) 4>T <4 t T>iHi <RJyT «fR f^PTT W ftvrj $77% 

5TT TFRt $ cffi 37^7cT ^HT SRgcT ^ 11 TcFT ^ 7MF ^ I 

ft ?7T #1 3 OTT^T ^ I ^ mftW 3 #T W $ 4cR 3FEft 

ST^MT RTTJcT ^1 

(viii) W FteR SfETT ^tlfeq ft HFT% 3 f^tfSRT ^ ^ farfa fferfct, RFTPT 
7T9Ttaq 5RcFT3 ^ 77R Ft f^TFf TffT ^T qf^ M^cT $ foq 2012-13 T 
2014-15 cRfj ^ qqf'4> efl J ld TR^ft WcT qi teR Pb-MI W Ft I 441(4) 
5*7 *71*7% *% WT % 77T*7R TTCffcR % 77m oficR f^TT RT f75T I, 3R T? 
3facT TO Wl f^ $ TRTtfe % TFT, %t 77T*TPT TT^R *TT*T% 

% 1 37^7, 2012 % fajCJ *iq t, % 4>l4l'44 T 1 fllflo % STI^T 3)t 

wi taT Riq i % ?r % Pi4l«n % 1%q qf% eq yjpt, 

3RZM-VII % 3TT^r qqq*Ffr% ^ 779ltte Ttf % *TH % 9Tlf^ tel 

W 11 

11. ’TfHR % Rq 3 iRJT OTt ftq *iq qnR% H cRIT 77l^4i TRf^Rt % <mR <R, q? 
mtePT, OTf TRTRFT 5HM41 % f%q, 7RTRH q*7 f^FT % Wf 3 erf T^RFf 

WTTft qSt Wf^ % f%q 5HTRt % % f%q qqqH^ % f% % *th % E refafem 

armiq-VII % orjqtfar ^rtt f; 

“anairc-VII 

% wiw ^ smrar ^ faq M«il<^i wfi trrh Er ^ qwr t wit ^r 


WI ^ qit WIRt 4st WI^ ^ %q ^ 

1--- I ^ m. - -=-1-^- 


^ qo 

ftni 
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TARIFF AUTHORITY FOR MAJOR PORTS 
NOTIFICATION 

Mumbai, the 14th February, 2012 

t ♦ a ? /2011 ' NMPT< — ln exercise of the powers conferred by Section 48 of the Major Port 

rusts Act, 1963 (38 of 1963), the Tariff Authority for Major Ports hereby disposes of the proposal received 
fromttie New Mangalore Port Tryst for introduction of RCHW levy and wages from the existing percentage 
based levy to per tonne basis as in the Order appended hereto. y 

TARIFF AUTHORITY FOR MAJOR PORTS 

Case No. TAMP/19/2011-NMPT 

New Mangalore Port Trust 


Applicant 


ORDER 


(Passed on this 6th day of January, 2012) 

Pnrt Tr,ict case J .? l - ate8 ,<° a proposal dated 17 March 2011 filed by the New Mangalore 

Port Trust (NMPT) for modifying the existing percentage based levy for deploying workers from the 
Registered Cargo Handling Wing (RCHW) to commodity-wise per tonne rate. 

2.1. This Authority had initially vide Order dated 9 August 2001 approved revision in 
the levy for deployment of workers from the RCHW and had advised the port to propose 
commodity-wise rate linked to productivity for deploying RCHW workers within six months. The 
port was again advised to propose per tonne rate while revising the Scale of Rates vide Order 
dated 11 May 2006. 

2.2. The NMPT had, accordingly, filed its proposal in July 2008 proposing RCHW levy 
on per tonne rate basis (commodity-wise) instead of levy on percentage basis (on wages) in vogue 
in the port. The port had, however, later withdrawn the proposal. Accordingly, this Authority, vide 
Order dated 3 March 2010 had closed the proceedings relating to the proposal filed in July 2008 
as withdrawn. While closing the case, the port was again advised, to formulate its revised 
proposal taking into consideration the observations and suggestions made by the users and this 
Authority during the processing of the case. 

3.1. In this backdrop, the NMPT has filed the instant proposal. The NMPT has 

proposed levy for deployment of RCHW workers from existing percentage basis (on wages) to per 
tonne rate (commodity-wise) linked to productivity. The NMPT has stated that the per tonne rate 
has the following advantages, namely,: 

(I). Proposal to recover RCHW levy and wages on per tonne basis has much added 
advantage in deriving a simplified procedure. 

(ii) . Since the collection of the proposed levy is proposed to be done in advance, the 

burden of the users will reduce as penalty for non-payment can be avoided. 

(iii) . The exporters and importers will know in advance the cost of handling at the port 

without ambiguity. Moreover, the audit objection arising due to existing pattern of 
calculation of levy can be avoided. 

(iv) . The NMPT has submitted cost statements at the existing levy without taking into 

account the payment of wage arrears w.e.f. 1 January 2007 and the cost 
statements at the existing levy after taking into account the payment of wage 
arrears and its effect. As per the cost statement the position for the current year 
2010-11 and the three years 2011-12 to 2013-14 is tabulated below: 


Particulars 


Toloi income 


T In lakhs 


At existing levy without taking into account the At existing levy taking into account WRC arrears 
payment of wage revision arrears (Annex II A of and its efTect (Annex II B of the proposal -page 
the proposal -peae 4/C) 17/C) 


K'JIPH 


TOTAL 

INCOME 

266517 

2677 72 

3326 07 

TOTAL COST 


6288 24 

Capital 

Employed 

374 01 

4 29 77 

529 87 

1 


59 84 

68 76 

■■EEEEII 

Nat surplus/ 
deflett 

(3194 58) 

(4087 77) 

(5057 95) 

Net surplus/ 
daricit as % of 
income 

-117.62% 

-150.09% 

-149.57% 


898 37 

IHjXESZM 

■EEE9I 

1trg 13 


1439 02 

3506 62 

3843 75 

4947 01 


374 01 

429 77 

52* 87 

,■■3501 

68 76 


(2469 67) 

(3071 85) 

(3601 I3i 

-69.29% 

-78.13% 

-71.06% 
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3.2. The NMPT has made following points in respect of the Cost Statements submitted 

by it: 

(i). The present proposal is only for recovery of levy & wages on per tonne basis 
excluding incentives. The actual incentive paid to the workers is reimbursed by 
Stevedores! 


(ii) . For the estimation purpose, the wages is taken at the per tonne rate of 2009-10 

for RE 2010-11 and BE 2011-12 and @ 30% increase on 2011-12 for 2012-13 
projection considering the wage revision which is due from 1-1-2012. For the 
projection of 2013-14, 15% increase is considered over the previous year estimate 
towards increase in wages and DA. Projections in line with AWP Index for each 
commodity adjusted for traffic growth is not considered in this proposal. 

(iii) . Break-up of Finance and Miscellaneous Expenses considered for cost statement 

mainly comprise of Pension and Gratuity provision for retirees which is taken as 
27% and 8.33% of Wages and actual pension and gratuity paid 7 payable to 
Retires drawing pension and Family Pension is considered with 10% annual 
increase on 2009-10 for estimates the 2010-11 to 2013-14 figures. PLR for 
projection is taken 10% more than 2011-12 for the years 2012-13 and 2013-14. 

(iv) . One time expenses like arrears in the Wage / Pension, VRS compensation 

pertaining to RCHW are not included in the cost statement as per TAMP 
guidelines. 


(v) . Other expenses on Management and General Overheads include cost of Uniform, 

Medical expenses, Salary and other allowances paid to Administrative personnel 
of the RCHW Wing, expenditure on office items like, Postage, Printing and 
Stationery, WC Act payments, transport. Training and Seminars for workers etc. 

(vi) . Computation of Working Capital is in line with the norms prescribed which is 1/12 th 

of the Operating Expenditure. This is considered as the collection of charges in 
advance for deployment of labour is considered as an optional condition 
depending upon the Administrative convenience. 

(vii) . The cost statements have been compiled in line with the revised manning scales 

implemented in New Mangalore Port Trust with effect from 12-08-2009 


3.3. The NMPT has stated that the methodology of per tonne rate and other allied 

matters on the earlier proposal of the NMPT of July 2008 was discussed in the joint hearing held 
by TAMP on 17 December 2009. Interalia, the stevedores had indicated that the manning scales 
should be brought down and the datum should be reviewed. The NMPT has stated that the 
manning scales as per the National Tribunal Award have been implemented. However, the review 
of datum would take some more time due to impending problems connected with the existing 
agreements and other labour issues. It has stated that the per tonne rate proposed is the same 
level as submitted in the 2008 proposal despite the fact that the throughput of general cargo has 
drastically reduced due to restriction on iron ore export and there has been substantial increase in 
wages and other overheads. 


3.4. The per tonne levy proposed by the NMPT for deployment of the workers from 

RCHW along with some of the important conditionalities governing the proposed levy is as follows: 


SI. No. 

Commodity 

Total Labour 
deployment charges 
per MT) 

Average Productivity 
per Gang per vessel 
{in MT) 

1 . 

Iron Ore 

25 

800 

2. 

Coal 

25 

700 

3. 

Lime stone 

25 

800 

4. 

Coke 

35 

420 

5. 

Granite 

35 

h 275 

6. 

MOP 

40 

250 

7. 

Maize 

45 

300 
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Proposed conditions: 


(i). The rate indicated above is in addition to the actual incentives calculated as per 
the respective clauses of prevailing settlement / scheme and payable to the NMPT 
by the licenced stevedores. 

<ii). In order to avoid anticipated adhoc booking of gangs and idling them, a penalty for 
slow productivity is leviable as below: 


a). 

Below 10% reduction in Average handling 

No Penalty 

b). 

10 to 20% reduction in Average handling 

10% above SOR 

c). 

Above 20% reduction in Average handling 

15% above SOR 

d). 

Above 30% reduction in Average 

30% above SOR 


(iii) . Additional levy, if any will be charged over and the above until completion of 

recovery schedule. 

(iv) . Interest on delayed payments / refunds. The Stevedores shall pay interest at SBI- 

PLR plus 2% per annum on the delayed payments for Incentive and different bills. 
Likewise, the Port shall pay penal interest at the above rate on delayed refunds. 
Delay in payment by stevedores will be counted only 10 days after the date of 
raising the bills by NMPT RCHW A Wing. 

(v) . The above Labour deployment charges are increased by 30% w.e.f. 01.01.2012 to 

31.03.2013, and by 49.5% from 01.04.2013 for the purpose cost increase due to 
Revision of Pay Scales due on 01-01-2012. 

(vi) . The Rates as approved above shall be applicable for a period of 3 years from the 

date of Notification. 

3-5. The port has furnished the Administration Report for 2008-09 and 2009-10 as well 

as RE/ BE for 2010-11 and 2011-12. 

4. In accordance with the consultative procedure prescribed, the proposal received 

from the NMPT (except the Annual Accounts and Administrative Report) was circulated to the 
concerned users/ user associations for seeking their comments. No comments are received from 
the users / user association despite a reminder. The Kanara Chamber of Commerce and Industry 
and Association of New Mangalore Port Stevedores however filed their submissions at the joint 
hearing held on 21 June 2011. 
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5.1. A joint hearing in this case was held on 21 June 2011 at the New Mangalore Port 
Trust (NMPT) premises. The NMPT made a power point presentation of its proposal. At the joint 
hearing, NMPT and the concerned users/ organisation bodies have made their submissions. 

5.2. At the joint hearing, the Association of New Mangalore Port Stevedores (ANMPS) 
and Kanara Chamber of Commerce and Industry (KCCI) have filed their written submissions. 

5.3. As agreed at the joint hearing, the port was advised to convene a meeting with the 
users/ user associations within one week to explain its proposal and in particular the calculation 
made to arrive at the proposed tonnage based rate and the users are requested to furnish its 
comments, if any, within 10 days after the meeting with the NMPT. The details of the discussions 
in the meeting may be forwarded to us immediately thereafter. 

6.1. As decided at the joint hearing, the NMPT has vide its letter dated 21 July 2011 
communicated that a meeting with users/ user associations was convened on 4 July 2011 
explaining the existing system of levy and the proposed levy. It has forwarded a copy of the 
minutes of the meeting which was attended by representatives of user associations’ viz. KCCI, 
Stevedores Association, Clearing and Forwarding Agents Association and Customs House Agents 
Association. The NMPT has also forwarded copies of representations of Mangalore Chemicals 
Limited, Indian Potash Limited and Indian Farmers Fertilizers Co-operative Limited which states 
that the proposed increase in labour handling charges is very high. 

6.2. The minutes of the meeting brings out the main issues raised by the user 
associations and the point-wise clarification furnished by NMPT to them. A summary position 
drawn from the minutes of the meeting held by the NMPT highlighting the issues raised by the user 
associations and clarifications furnished by NMPT is tabulated below: 


SI. 

No. 

Issues raised by user associations 

Clarifications by NMPT in the said 
meeting with user associations 

(i). 

The representative of KCCI suggested to 
constitute a Working Group to arrive at a 
Consensus for fixing levy on handling 
charges of NMP. 

The constitution of working group may not 
be required at this stage, since the proposal 
is prepared and submitted in consultation 
with various Associations and TAMP desires 
to have the views on the existing proposal. 

(")• 

The average productivity on individual 
cargo is to be considered as datum for 
implementation. 

Datum shall not have impact while 
calculating levy on per tonne basis as 
incentive is not part of it. 

ON). 

The manning scale is to be introduced 
fully as per the recom mendation of 
Tribunal Award. 

Manning scale has been implemented 
partially and efforts will be taken to 
implement 100% by negotiating with Unions 
amicably in the interest of NMPT. 

(iv). 

Reconciliation of the cost as per the 
observations made in KCCI's letter dated 
17 June 2011. 

Reconciliation of cost as per the 
observations made by KCCI in their letter 
dated 17 June 2011 will be submitted at the 
earliest. 

(v). 

Hidden const / incentives to be 
considered while proposing levy on per 
tonne basis. 

Hidden cost / Incentives are separate part, 
therefore, it has not been considered while 
submitting the proposal to TAMP on levy per 
tonne basis. 

(Vi). 

Implementation of per tonne levy shall be 
implemented prospectively after obtaining 
the approval from TAMP. 

All scale of rates shall have a 3 years cycle 
of operation and will have prospective effect. 
Per tonne levy will follow the same 
procedure. 

(vii). 

Wharfage charges are to be taken into 
consideration while introducing the levy 
on per tonne basis. 

The wharfage charges may not be required 
to include while computing levy on per tonne 
basis. 

(viii). 

Liabilities on causalities while handling of 
cargo are to be considered on account of 
NMPT. 

Liabilities on causalities are to be 
considered on account of Stevedores as per 
the stevedoring policy adopted by Ministry of 
Shipping. Hence port is unable to consider 
it at local level. 
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(ix). | Penalty on low productivity shall not be 

considered. 


The penalty on account of low productivity is 
required to improve the productivity and 
performance of the port. However, TAMP at 
liberty to consider it or drop it. __ 


6.3. With reference to meeting held by NMPT with the users/ user associations, the 
Association of New Mangalore Port Stevedores has furnished its comments to the draft minutes of 
the meeting vide its letter dated 8 July 2011. 

6.4. The ASPINWALL & Company Limited have also vide its letter dated 19 August 
2011 made further submissions with reference to the joint meeting held with the port. They have 
stated that fertilisers are used for agricultural purpose and any escalation in the levy would affect 
the farmers and hence have requested to revise the tonnage levy for fertilizer to ?25/- PMT to be at 
par with other cargo’s like - Coal/ Iron Ore/ Limestone. 

7.1. Based on a preliminary scrutiny of the proposal, the NMPT was requested vide 

our letter dated 4 July 2011 to furnish additional information/ clarifications. The NMPT vide its 
letter dated 15 September 2011 has furnished its clarifications on the queries raised by us, 
alongwith revised cost statement and further submissions on its proposal. 


7.2. A summary of the queries raised by us and the replies received from NMPT is 

tabulated below: 


SI. 

No. 

Queries raised by us 

Reply received from NMPT 

ira 

General: 


(0- 

The proposal of NMPT contains four sets of cost 
statements. Please clarify which of the cost 
statements is considered by the port for arriving 
at the proposed rates. 

Consequent on updating the data for 2010-11 
actuals, only one set of cost statements is 
submitted 

(ii). 

The NMPT has already filed a separate 
proposal for general revision of its tariff which is 
being processed separately. With reference to 
that proposal, the NMPT has already been 
advised vide our letter No.TAMP/34/2010* 
NMPT dated 4 May 2011 to file a separate cost 
statement for RCHW considering this activity as 
a separate sub-activity under cargo handling 
activity duly reconciling the figures with the 
relevant set of cost statements filed in this 
proposal. As already advised, the traffic, 
income and expenditure considered in the cost 
statement filed in this proposal should match 
with those of the sub-activity cost statement for 
RCHW to be filed in the genera! revision 
proposal. The NMPT may confirm that there is 
no overlapping of any cost elements or capita! 
employed estimated in its genera! revision 
proposal and in the cost statement submitted for 
RCHW. 

In the cost statements submitted for SOR, no 
separate formats have been submitted for 
RCHW income/ Expendr. as SOR does not 
contain the element of handling charges of the 
traffic by RCHW. SOR formats however, 
included the overall income and expenditure of 
the RCHW Wing as a whole mainly for the 
reason that the administrative expenses of the 
Wing in addition to earnings is to be met by the 
NMPT Revenue. The Capital Employed 
adopted in this proposal is 1/12 of Operating 
expenditure as no separate asset is exclusively 
apportioned to RCHW Wing to work out the 
Capital Employed. Hence there is no 

overlapping in cost element or Capital 
Employed. 

| 

(a). The NMPT is requested to update the 

cost statements with the actuals for the year 
2010-11. The estimates for the subsequent 
years viz. 2011-12 to 2013-14 may be reviewed 
and modified, if necessary, with reference to the 
actuals for the year 2010-11. 

Cost statements have been updated for 2010- 
11 and subsequent year's estimation. 


(b). The Annua! Accounts of the port do not 

show the income and expenditure of the RCHW 
wing separately. However, the RE 2010-11 and 
BE 2011-12 furnished by the port report the 
figures relating to RCHW activity separately, viz. 

It is confirmed that figures adopted for actuals 
2008-09 to 2010-11 are from Audited Annual 
Accounts and for BE 2011-12 from approved 
Budget. However, income for 2011-12 adopted 
in the present proposal is as per the calculation 
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actuals for the year 2009-10, RE 2010-11 and 
BE 2011-12. While updating the cost 

statements with actuals of 2010-11, please 
furnish a statement giving account code wise 
income and expenditure of the RCHW activity 
(as in page 15 and 30 of RE 2010-11). 

submitted along with the Cost Sheets. Separate 1 
statement is also enclosed giving the details of 
expenditure with a reconciliation statement. 


(c). The Profit & Loss Account for the 

RCHW wing furnished by the NMPT for the year 

2010- 11 may be updated with actuals and for 

2011- 12 to 2013-14 also if the estimates are 
modified by the port. 

Since updated and submitted. 

WSM 

T raffic: 


(i). 

Explain the reasons why no traffic growth is 
considered for estimating income of RCHW for 
the year 2011-12 when 5.8% growth in cargo 
volume is projected by NMPT in its general 
revision proposal for the same year. 

Growth indicated for SOR is on total cargo 
where as Traffic projected for per-tonne is the 
one proposed to be handled by RCHW Wing 
where not much growth is possible. 

(ii). 

Explain the basis of assuming 7% annual 
growth in the traffic for the RCHW activity for 
years 2012-13 and 2013-14. Confirm it is in line 
with the traffic growth projected in the general 
revision proposal filed by NMPT. 

Traffic adopted for General Revision of SOR 
has been adopted for per Tonne levy also. 

m 

Income Estimation: 


0). 

The existing levy for RCHW is prescribed on 
percentage of basic wages i.e. at 160% / 180% 
of basic wages. Whereas, the income from the 
levy at existing tariff estimated by the NMPT is 
on per tonne basis. ‘Sample check of the 
income estimated for the years 2011-12 to 
2013-14 at the proposed rates shows the levy 
percentage is about 150% of the per tonne 
wage cost as against existing levy prescribed at 
160% / 180%. Please confirm that the income 
from levy is estimated at the existing tariff for 
the years 2011-12 to 2013-14. 

It is confirmed that consequent on incorporating 
additions to Pay such as Dearness Allowance, 
Variable DA,, and Dearness Pay elements, the 
levy rate was brought down to 150% effective 
from 1-9-2007. 

The income from wages considered in the 
Wage statement is as per the actual bills raised 
on Stevedores with reference to deployment of 
labour. 

(ii). 

Confirm whether the income from wages 
considered in the cost statement is with 
reference to wages paid/ payable for the actual 
deployment of labour from RCHW. 

(hi) 

The income from wages and levy considered in 
the cost statement in Annex - IIA (without wage 
revision impact) and Annex - IIB (with wage 
revision impact) do not match with the RE 2010- 
11 and BE 2011-12 figures. Please reconcile. 

Only one set of updated statements compiled 
and furnished with the present proposal. 

(iv). 

Since RE 2010-11 is after considering the 
impact of wage revision, it is not clear why the 
income from wages and levy should differ in the 
two statements, viz. Annex - HA and IIB. 
Please explain with workings. 

In the present proposal actual for 2010-11 is 
furnished. 

00- 

As per cost statement IIB, the sum of income 
from wages and levy at the existing tariff is 
estimated at ^2337.39 lakhs, ^2674.62 lakhs, 
^3696.51 lakhs and ^4535.55 lakhs for the 
years 2010-11 to 2013-14 respectively. 
Whereas at the proposed per tonne rate (which 
includes both wage and levy component), the 
income estimated in Annex - IIIB is ?2000.50 
lakhs, ?2000.50 lakhs, ^2735.31 lakhs and 
?3356.11 lakhs respectively for the 

corresponding years. Thus, at the proposed 
tariff, the revenue is estimated to reduce 
thereby resulting in increase in the average 

Statements ll-B and lll-B are not submitted in 
view of updating actuals for 2010-11. 
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deficit in the RCHW activity from 70% at the 
existing tariff to 110% at the proposed tariff 
level. Please explain. 


1 m 

Expenditure projections: 


(i). 

The estimation of wage cost shows an increase 
of 18%, 30% and 15% in the years 2011-12, 
2012-13 and 2013-14 respectively over the 
estimates of the respective previous year. 
Likewise, the other expenditure, management 
and general overheads are also escalated by 
7% to 40% during this period. The Authority has 
decided to allow annual escalation of 6% for the 
cases to be decided during the year 2011-12. 
The NMPT may therefore modify the estimates 
for the years 2011-12 to 2013-14 considering 
annual escalation at the stated level. 

Cost statements for 2010-11 have been 
updated and for future projection increase has 
been provided at 6% for the first year of 2012- 
13 and 3% for subsequent years of 2013-14 & 
2014-15. 

(ii). 

The port has considered 30% increase in the 
wage cost for the year 2012-13 on account of 
wage revision due from 1 January 2012. The 
basis of adopting 30% increase on account of 
wage revision may please be explained. 

Remarks same as above. 

(iii). 

With reference f o the wage element shown on 
accrual basis in Annex - IIB, the following points 
may be furnished for RCHW activity: 

Statements ll-B is not submitted in view of 
updating actuals for 2010-11. 

1 

(a). Actual wage cost (excluding provision 

for wage revision) for the years 2006-07 to 
2009-10 dully tallying with figures reported in 
Annual Accounts. 

Total wage arrears paid for the years 2006-07 to 
2009-10 is ?13,66,07,219.43. Provision made 
for the years 2006-07 to 2008-09 is 
?1,92,89,673. 


(b). Provision for wage revision made in the 

years 2006-07 to 2009-10. 

Reply not furnished 


(c). Impact of wage revision year-wise. 

Arrears accounted for is:- 

Jan 2007 to Mar. 2009 ?9,18,84,207.61 

Apl 2009 to Mar, 2010 ^4,47,23,011.82 

i 

1 

J 

1 

(d). Please furnish the total wage revision 

arrears paid and indicate the years in which 
arrears is accounted/ paid with year-wise 
details. Explain the treatment given in the 
Annual Accounts and the cost statement in this 
regard. 

Details of Wage revision paid:- 

Total paid in 2009-10 ^13,66,07,219.43 

Classified as Against Accrued Prov 
M,92,89,673.00 

For the year 2009-10 ^4,47,23,011.82 

Relating to Pre Year ?7,25,94,534.61 

(iv). 

(a). Please furnish the basis of estimating 

the incentive payments to labourers deployed 
from the RCHW. 

Existing pattern of incentive will continue without 
any change even after per Tonne rate is 
implemented 

■ 

(b). The port has stated that revision of 

datum may take some more time due to 
impending problems connected with existing 
agreements and other labour issues. The 
present status and the expected time of 
implementing the revised Datum may please be 
indicated. 

The matter has been discussed with the Port 
Users to come up with a proposal. This is being 
pursued vigorously. 

f ,v) ' 

The basis of apportionment of common 
expenditure such as management and general 
overheads, other expenditure, etc. to the RCHW 
activity may be explained 

This relates to all Indirect expenditure for the 
management of RCHW Wing as booked in the 
Annual Accounts and estimated on ihe oasis of 
actuals for 2010-11 

(vi) 

indicate the average days of employment of the 
cargo handling workers for the last three years 
2008-09 to 2010-11 and the estimated position 
for the next three years 

Average days of deployment 

2008- 09 - 18.05 

2009- 10 - 13.59 

2010- 11 - 8.13 

2011- 12 - 8.00 

2012- 13 - 8.25 

2013- 14 - 8.30 

2014- 15 - 8.50 
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(vii). 

The NMPT has stated that the manning scale 
are implemented in compliance with the 
National Tribunal Award implemented with 
reference to the deployment of labour from 
RCHW. In this regard furnish the following 
information: 



(a). indicate the surplus manpower 

identified by the port after the implementation of 
the revised manning scale. Clarify whether the 
expenditure attributable to such surplus work 
force has been included in the cost statement. 

Since there is retirement every month, no 
surplus is attributable due to implementation of 
revised manning scale. 


(b). Indicate the steps proposed to be taken 

by the port to reduce the cost of surplus 
manpower if any. 

Not applicable in view of remarks at (a) above. 

WBM 

Finance and Miscellaneous Expenses: 


(0 

The basis of estimating the pension and 
Gratuity at 27% and 8.33% of total wage cost 
may be explained. 

27% estimate for Pension is adopted as 
provided in Income Tax Rule 87. This is as per 
the Tax assessment made in IT Return of 
NMPT. 

The actuarial valuation as on 31-3-2011 for 
Pension Fund and Gratuity fund is ?156 crores 
and ^21.06 crores respectively 

(ii). 

Furnish actuarial valuation of Pension Fund and 
Gratuity Fund in respect of employees of RCHW 
as on 31 March 2011. Also, indicate the 
pension fund/ gratuity fund balance as on that 
date. 

(iii). 

Recognising that pension/ gratuity payments are 
generally made from pension/ gratuity funds 
maintained for that purpose, explain the reason 
for considering pension/ gratuity payments for 
retirees as an expenditure in addition to the 
contribution made to these funds. 

At present Pension and Gratuity payments are 
made as per actual eligibility However the 
compensating amount received from LIC/SBI 
Life linking the Annuity purchased is on the 
lesser side as increase/revision in rate 
subsequently is not absorbed by LIC/SBI Life. 
Fo r t hi s purpose provision made for Pension 
and actual payments of Pension and Gratuity 
are taken for cost purposes. 

(iv). 

Note 6 of the format prescribed by the Authority 
stipulates that pension payments made by the 
port to the extent it is not drawn from the fund 
and the contribution made to the pension fund 
relevant to current year towards pension 
liabilities of existing employees based on 
actuarial valuation shall be considered. The 
port may confirm its compliance. 

Remarks given for Para 5(i) above apply to 
these points also. Fund value also comprises 
Annuities purchased for Pensioners. 

El 

Capital Employed 


(0- 

Confirm that there are no common assets of the 
port apportionable to RCHW activity. 

Confirmed. 

I 

The estimation of working capital at one month 
operating expenditure is not found to be as per 
clause 2.9.4. of the tariff guidelines. Explain the 
relevance of estimating as charges for 
deployment of labour is generally collected in 
advance by the port. 

One months Operating Expenditure as 
applicable to Estate and Railway activities as 
per Para 2.9.9 of TAMP guidelines dated 28-3- 
2005 has been adopted. 

■51 

Scale of Rates: 


0). 

The Authority with reference to its earlier 
proposal of NMPT of July 2008 for per tonne 
levy of RCHW had advised the port to justify the 
average productivity per gang with reference to 
the productivity of cargo handling workers 
achieved during the last three years in terms of 
average output per hook per shift, commodity- 
wise, and also in terms of revised datum. The 
port has, however, not adhered to the advice 
rendered earlier citing difficulty in data 
availability in the present set up and port has 
stated that the rates and the average 
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productivity proposed now is same as proposec 
by them earlier In this context the following 
points may be clarified: 


1 

(a). The proposal does not explicitly state how 
deficit at the existing levy based on percentage 
of basic wages is proposed to be bridged with 
the proposed per tonne levy. On the contrary, 
the cost statement show increase in the deficil 
level at proposed per tonne rate. Please clarify. 

Deficit in the working can be brought down if the 
quantum of traffic handled increases 
irrespective of per-tonne tariff fixed, it becomes 
therefore necessary that whenever deficit 
results, some percentage is to be met out of 
surplus in wharfage to off-set the difference 

■ 

(b). Explain the basis of arriving at the 

cargo-wise rate on per tonne basis. . 

Gang composition and method of handling 
differs from cargo to cargo. Hence rate of per 
tonne varies from item to item. 


(c). Explain the basis adopted for arriving at 

the cargo-wise averaqe productivity per aana. 

Same remarks as indicated above. 

o 

1 


(d). The average productivity proposed in 

the current proposal is same as considered in 
the July 2008 proposal. Please show the 
implementation of the revised manning scale/ 
datum to be implemented will not have any 
impact on the productivity. ^he average 
productivity is a crucial element for prescribing 
per tonne rate, The NMPT is advised to arrive 
at the average productivity on a scientific 
manner and also considering the productivity 
levels achieved by the port after implementation 
of the revised manning scale since August 2009 
instead of solely proposing the productivity 
proposed in its 2008 proposal. 

No impact on the average productivity due to 
implementation of the revised manning Scale as 
the composition of gang strength has been 
brought down. It is therefore assumed that the 
productivity proposed in 2008 proposal may be 
ideal in all respects. 

■ 

(e). Clarify, whether the proposed average 

productivity per gang is with reference to per 
shift basis. 

Per Shift basis. 


It is observed that the port has proposed 
uniform rate per tonne for coal, iron ore, 
limestone, yellow peas even though the 
productivity of these cargoes are not at different 
levels. Similarly, uniform rate is proposed for 
granite, coke and wheat though there is the 
productivity level for these cargoes differ. The 
NMPT may review its proposal and arrive at the 
rate in a scientific manner taking into 
consideration the productivity level of different 
cargo items, the revised manning scale and the 
cost thereat. 

Uniform rate for certain item of cargo is provided 
at a lower rate keeping in view what traffic can 
bear as rate fixation cannot be directly linked to 
productivity level. 

1 

(a). The intention of the proposed note No.2 

proposing penalty to avoid anticipated adhoc 
bookings of gang and idling them is not clear 
and hence may be explained along. 


.ucen revised to keep single rata 

reduc /o <0% ab ° Ve SOR for 10% and above 
toaSnH “P handlin 9' This is proposed 
them ° ^ a ^" hp0 bookin 9 of gangs and idling 

An additional clause is also provided for 10% 

handhnq 1 ° f S ° R ^ 10% a " d m0re of avera 9 e 

_ 

1 

(b). The basis followed for the proposed 

penalty percentage at 10% 20% and 30% for 
underperformance rpay be explained 

The Authority in its Order No TAMP/41/20Q8- 
NMPT dated 3 March 2Q1Q h3$ apyiaed NMPT 
to explore the possibilities of introducing 
performance linked tariff scheme which will not 
only impose penalty for under-performance but i 
also encourage efficiency in line with Clause 
4.7.1. of the tariff guideline*. Whilst the port has 

The present proposal is a single rate of 10% 
penalty which is proposed as the barest 
minimum rate. 

Provision has been made in Tariff that any 
sxcess handling over and above datum 
prescribed in excess of 20% per Gang, per shift 

10/o rebate on per Tonne Rate will be allowed 
n all cargos 

- --- 
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proposed penalty for under performance it has 
not proposed incentive for better productivity. 
The port is advised to adhere to the advice 
rendered earlier and modify its proposal 
suitably. 

! 

1 

i 

1 

i 

i 

j 

(iv). 

As per clause 4.3 of the tariff guidelines of 2005 
the cargo / container related charges for all 
coastal cargo / containers, other than thermal 
coal and POL including crude oil, Iron ore and 
Iron ore pellets are entitled for coastal 
concession and their tariff should not exceed 
60% of the normal cargo / container related 
charges. The NMPT is requested to adhere to 
the policy directions of the Government of India 
and propose concessional tariff for coastal 
cargo/ containers taking into consideration the 
impact of allowing such coastal concession on 
the revenue Please furnish detailed working 
(cargo-wise) in this regard giving the share of 
foreign/ coastal volume in the estimated traffic. 

The issue and views pointed out have been \ 
covered in the Revision of Scale of Rates 
separately submitted to TAMP. Incidentally it is 
clarified that for Containers wharfage is charged 
on the basis of loaded/empty containers 
irrespective of the category of cargo 
stuffed/destuffed. The Costal concession in 
tonnage levy has therefore not been provided. 

(v) 

The NMPT has stated that additional levy if any 
will be charged over and above Ihe proposed 
per tonne rates until complete recovery as per 
the schedule. In this connection, please clarify 
the following: 



(a). The proposed note is vague. Please 

clarify what is the additional levy proposed to be 
collected, the basis of such levy and its revenue 
impact. 

Additional levy is not covered in Tonnage levy 
proposal. At present additional levy is being 
charged as per the approval of TAMF V for 
specific purpose. The progress of the recovery 
is separately watched. 

i 

(b). The Authority vide its Order 

No.TAMP/78/2003-NMPT dated 18 November 
2004 had approved additional levy to recover 
TI.97 crores towards wage arrears of RCHW 
workers for the period 1 January 1998 to 31 
October 2000. In the last tariff revision Order of 
the NMPT passed on 11 May 2006 in para 8 
(xxvii), the additional levy was increased as 
proposed by the port. 

At that time, the NMPT reported that T102.96 
lakhs has been recovered till December 2005 
and expected to recover the entire arrears by 
the January 2QQ8 Please indicate the factual 
position as to when the wage .auears of T1.97 
crores was fully recovered from additional levy 
approved by the Authority. Also, confirm 
whether NMPT has stopped collecting the levy 
immediately when the wage arrears of 
T1.97 crores was recovered as advised in the 
said Order. 

As the proposal for introduction of per-ton rates 
does not include element of additional levy, the 
data called for will be separately dealt with and 
a report will be sent in due course. 

(vi). 

(a). The proposed note no.(4) relating to 

interest on delayed payments/ refund may be 
modified by prescribing a specific interest rate 
based on the prevailing Prime Lending Rate of 
the State Bank of India. 

The proposed note has been modified indicating 
the specific interest at 12% PA. 


(b). The other conditions relating to penal 

interest on delayed payment by the users/ 
delayed refund by the port may be updated in 
line with the provision stipulated in the tariff 
guidelines which is uniformly prescribed in the 
Scale of Rates of the NMPT and other major 
ports/ private terminal operators. 

Other conditions have been suitably modified. 
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(vii), 

The note 6 of proposed Scale of Rates states 
that the proposed levy shall apply for 3 years 
period from the date of notification whereas the 
note proposed at SI. No.5 of proposed Scale of 
Rates seeks graded increase of 30% w.e.f. from 

1 1.2012-2013 and 49.5% from 1.4.2013. Both 
these notes are contradictory and hence may be 
explained. 

Necessary changes have been made to 
propose the rates for 3 year period from the 
date of Notification and Cost data has been 
calculated accordingly. 



(VIII). 

The basis of proposing graded increase of 30% 
w.e.f. from 1.1.2012 and 49.5% from 1.4.2013 
may be explained with reference to the cost 
statement at the existing tariff level. Additional 
revenue expected to be earned year-wise at the 
proposed graded increase may be furnished 
along with detailed working. 

The graded increase has been 
provide same rate for 3 year cycle. 

deleted to 



7-3- Apart from the above, the NMPT has made further submissions as summarised 

below: 


(i) . The present proposal is only for levy & wages per ton excluding incentives. The 

actual incentive paid to the workers is reimbursed by Stevedores. The wages, 
incentive and levy income is taken as actuals of 2008-09, 2009-10 and 2010-11 
included in the Annual Accounts. For BE 2011-12, wages and levy income is 
taken equal to actuals of 2010-11 with 3% increase. For estimation of 2012-13, 
wage and levy is taken equal to actuals of 2010-11 with 6% increase and for 
2013-14 and 2014-15, 3% increase of the respective previous year income is 
considered. However, for Incentive income for 2011-12 and estimates for the 
years 2012-13, 2013-14 and 2014-15, the average rates of the actual of 2010-11 
have been taken without change as incentive is not linked to the wage structure. 
For 2011-12, income for Incentive and Levy as adopted in the approved Budget 
has not been taken. Hence to some extent there is variation in the figures 
between BE and Cost Statement. It is clarified that the figures in the Cost 
Statements are more realistic as per the calculation Sheets enclosed to the Cost 
Statements. Increase of 6% is provided in the year 2012-13 in view of the 
expected wage revision due from 1-1-2012. 

(ii) . Operating expenditure for 2008-09, 2009-10 and 2010-11 is as per the Annual 

Accounts. For BE 2011-12, the same is as per the Government approved Budget. 
Estimate for 2012-13, 2013-14 and 2014-15 is adopted same as the figures 
adopted for SOR separately submitted to TAMP. Projections in line with AWP 
Index for each commodity adjusted for traffic growth is not considered in the 
proposal. 

(iii) . Break-up of Finance and Misc. Expenses considered in the cost statement mainly 

comprise of Pension provision for retirement benefits which is taken as 27% of the 
Salary/ Wage expenses. Actual Pension and Gratuity paid to retirees is taken for 
2008-09 to 2010-11 and 10% annual increase on 2010-11 is taken for estimates of 
2011-12 to 2014-15 PLR is taken as per actuals for 2008-09 to 2010-11 and 10% 
increase on 2010-11 for estimates of 2011-12, 2012-13, 2013-14 and 2014-15. 

(iv) . One time expenses like arrears in the Wage/ Pension, VRS compensation are not 

included in the cost statement as per TAMP guidelines. 

(v) . Allocated Management and General Overheads include cost incurred on the 

Administrative personnel on Roll and other cost on Administrative expenses. 
Expenditure as per Annual Accounts is adopted for 2008-09 to 2010-11 and as 
per approved BE 2011-12 and for estimates of 2012-13 to 2014-15 figures as 
adopted for SOR submitted separately to TAMP is adopted. This include cost on 
Uniforms, Medical expenses, Salary and other allowances paid to Administrative 
personnel of the RCHW Wing, expenditure on office items like, Postage, Printing 
and Stationery, WC Act payments, transport, Training and Seminars for workers 
etc. 
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(vi) . Computation of Working Capital is taken as equal to 1 month of the cash 

Operating Expenditure. This is as per the guidelines 2.9.9 of TAMP dated 28-3- 
2005 specified for similar items like Estate and Railway activity. 

(vii) . The cost statements have been compiled in line with the revised manning scales 

implemented in New Mangalore Port Trust with effect from 12-08-2009. 

(viii). Uniform Rate of certain items of cargo even when productivity per gang varies is 
provided as the lowest Rate which the cargo can bear. 

(ix). Since the per Tonne Levy proposes penalty and the parties affected by the levy 
proposal requests for rebate, a Clause/ condition may be considered for 
incorporation as follows:- 

“Any excess handling over and above the datum prescribed in excess of 20^ per 
. Gang, per Shift, 10% rebate on per tonne Rate will be allowed in all cargoes" 

7 4 The cost position reflected by the revised cost statement filed by the NMPT is 

given below: 


(* in lakhs) 


St. 

No. 

Particulars 

Actual 

Actual 

Actual 

BE 


Proposed 


2008-09 

2009-10 

2010-11 

2011-12 

2012-13 

2013-14 

2014-15 


Total income 








Hall 

(a) Waqes 

779 48 

660.48 

557 87 


- 

- 



(h) Incentive 

2332 87 

1544.90 

657 48 

650 51 

667 73 

738.51 

835 59 


(c) Levy 

1154 34 

976.38 

623 26 

2295 75 

2302 75 

2468.95 

2905 53 

■ 

TOTAL 

INCOME 

4266 69 

3181 7$ 

2038.64 

2946 26 

2970 48 

3227.46 

3741.11 


TOTAL COST 

4714.02 

4659 37 

4359.03 

6452.47 

4722.76 

4925.76 

5140.85 

mm 

Capital 

Fm ployed 

351.95 

336 44 

272.61 

429.77 

288.82 

297.82 

307.10 


ROCE 

52.79 

53 83 

43 62 

68.76 

46.21 

47.65 

49.14 

V 

Net surplus/ 

deficit 

(681.00) 

(175991) 

(2611 63) 

(3986.53) 

(2060.39) 

(2016.90) 

(1729.18) 

VI 

Net surplus/ 

deficit as % of 
income 

-14.72% 

-53.62% 

-125 97% 

-132.97% 

-67.81% 

-61.02% 

-44.91 % 


8 .i. Subsequently, during the processing of the general revision proposal the NMPT 

has vide letters dated 5 December 2011 and 8 December 2011 made further submissions/ 
clarifications. Some of the submissions made by the NMPT in the general revision case which 
may be relevant to the RCHW proposal are summarised below: 

(i) With regard to iron ore traffic it has submitted that only 49000 tonnes is so far 
handled during the current year upto November end. This indicates that the 
projection proposed (3.10 lakh tonnes) in the Tariff proposal may not materialize. 
The traffic projection of iron ore made in the tariff proposal for the next three years 
(i.e. 12 . 00 , 13.00 and 15.00 lakh tonnes) will not materialize and it may be 
considered as zero since the ban imposed on iron ore export is continuing and 
there is uncertainty of lifting it in the near future considering the present scenario. 
Hence, the cargo related and vessel related income projected thereof will have to 
be treated as nil. The port has furnished reduction in revenue (both cargo & 
vessel). The port has requested to consider the impact of Iron ore ban for export 
may be considered in the income computed on per ton proposal. The reduction in 
the revenue furnished by NMPT in its calculation for the RCHW on account of 
reduction in the iron ore traffic is *71.41 lakhs, *334.90 lakhs, *358.89 lakhs and 
*432.85 lakhs for the years 2011-12 to 2014-15 respectively. 

(ii) . No additional income from RCHW is there at the proposed rate. It is under deficit 

only. Further reduction will come because of reduction in iron ore fines due to ban 
and coal shifting to BOT operation. 

(jji). It is confirmed that the expenditure of RCHW and Capital employed are all 
captured in overall cost statement. 
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(iv). Expenditure: 


(a) . Port has considered 6% escalation (3% for increment + 3% for IDA) taking 

the actual expenditure for 2010-11 as the base which is justifiable. But we 
retained the BE/RE as approved by Government for 20*11-12. However, 
we have not projected the hike which is likely due to wage revision w.e.f. 
1-1-2012. For this purpose 15% hike may be considered. In this regard 
the calculation of wage revision impact based on 2010-11 actual is 
furnished. The total impact of wage revision estimated at 15% of the 
wage cost in the year 2012-13 is ?1216.81 lakhs. For the subsequent 
years, the port has applied 6% annual escalation on the wage revision 
impact. In the*calculation for wage revision impact furnished by the NMPT 
for the port as a whole, the impact furnished for the RCHW is ?383.90 
lakhs, ?4Q6.94 lakhs and t431.36 lakhs for the years 2012-13 to 2014-15 
respectively. 

(b) . Further the port has requested to consider the effect of in wage revision 

on the pension and gratuity contribution at 27% and 8.33% respectively. 

(v). Basis for productivity has been indicated, on an average, taking into account the 
actual tonnage handled and number of gangs booked in handling that volume of 
cargo. The data provided in the proposal was based on 2006-07 and 2007-08. 
The relevant information relating to average productivity (cargo wise) achieved by 
RCHW for the years 2009-10 and 2010-11 is also furnished. 

8- 2. The NMPT has concluded that the further submissions made by it will increase 

deficit and may warrant revision in rates. Hence, the earlier proposal of port not to affect any 
change in the tariff except on certain items needs to be reviewed and TAMP is requested to 
increase the tariff suitably taking into account the proposed changes. Hence, it is requested that 
the TAMP may kindly consider favourably and take over all view and increase the tariff accordingly 
including the per tonne rate proposed for the RCHW. 

9- The proceedings relating to consultation in this case are available on records at 
the office of this Authority. An excerpt of the comments received and arguments made by the 
concerned parties will be sent separately to the relevant parties. These details will also be made 
available at our website http://tanffauthoritv.qov.in . 

10 . With reference to the totality of information collected dunng the processing of this 

case, the following position emerges: 

(i). The New Mangalore Port Trust (NMPT) has proposed to change the existing 
percentage based levy for deployment of labour from the Registered Cargo 
Handling Labour Wing (RCHW) to per tonne rate (commodity-wise). This 
Authority has always preferred the rates for stevedoring services to be prescribed 
on per tonne pasis with productivity linkage and had advised the port to move to 
per tonne levy even in the 2001 as well as 2006 Order while revising the Scale of 
Rates of the port. It may be relevant to state here that while dealing with the 
proposal of Visakhapatnam Port Trust for determining the levy for labour 
deployment of labour from Cargo handling Labour division after the merger of 
Visakhapatnam Dock Labour Board (VDLB) with the Visakhapatnam Port Trust 
(VPT), it was brought out that the Ministry of Shipping vide its letter No.LB- 
13018/4/05-L-l I dated 24 June 2009 has formulated a new Stevedoring policy 
wherein it has directed all the port trusts to calculate the stevedoring levy on 
tonnage basis instead of percentage of wages of labour. 

It is notable that per tonne rate linked to productivity of workers will act as an 
incentive io stevedores to achieve better performance and the said approach will 
foreclose the scope for multiple accounting of the cost of same labour gang. The 
proposal of the NMPT complies with the Stevedoring Policy of the Government 
and is a forward looking step. 
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The NMPT had initially confirmed that manning scales as per the National Tribunal 
Award has been implemented by the port with effect from 12-08-2009 and the cost 
statements have been prepared based on the revised manning scales. Some of 
ine user associations have stated that the revised manning scales awarded by the 
National Tribunal has not been fully implemented by the port and have requested 
to bring down the manning scale to a reasonable levels as finalized by the 
National Tribunal Award for Major Ports. The Association of New Mangalore Port 
Stevedores have argued that the proposed per tonne levy will be misleading and 
lead to complications for stevedores. They have contended that the proposal of 
the NMPT for per tonne levy should not be considered unless the manning scales 
and datum are fully revised. The port has agreed that manning scale has been 
implemented partially by them and efforts will be taken to implement 100% by 
negotiating with unions amicably in the interest of the port. 

As regards review of datum, the port has submitted that it would take some more 
time to review the datum due to impending problems connected with the existing 
agreements and other .labour issues. The port has stated non revision of datum 
will not affect the rates proposed; it has impact only on the incentive payment. 
The proposed per tonne rate does not factor the incentive payments. 

The proposal filed by the NMPT is in line with the stevedoring policy announced 
by the Ministry, and, as can be seen later, does not fully meet the cost position 
even after the proposed tariff rationalisation. In view of the assurance given by 
the port that the revised manning scale will be implemented in full and datum will 
also be revised after consultation with the labour unions which will involve some 
time, this case is analysed to fix the per tonne levy filed by the NMPT based on 
the revised manning scale partially implemented by the port and considered in 
their estimates. The proposal for next review/ revision should capture the effect of 
full implementation of the revised manning scale and datum and hence the port is 
advised to initiate necessary steps in this direction. 

Some of user associations have mentioned about additional cost involved due to 
ghost money required to be paid at the port. The port is advised to frontally 
address this issue made by the user associations and eliminate such practice and 
bring in transparency in their system of working. 

The actual volume of the port traffic which avail the services of labour deployment 
from the RCHW shows a downward trend in the last three years. The actual 
volume handled by RCHW is reported at 126.81 lakhs tonnes in the year 2008-09 
which has gone down to 108.52 lakh tonnes in the year 2009-10 and the actuals 
handled in the year 2010-11 dropped to 61.71 lakh tonnes. The cargo volume 
expected to avail services of labour from RCHW is estimated at 61.05 lakh tonnes 
in 2011-12, 61.85 lakh tonnes in the year 2012-13, 69.05 lakh tonnes in the year 
2013-14 and 78.45 lakh tonnes in the year 2014-15. The port has clarified that 
traffic assumed for RCHW cannot be commensurate to the growth level in the 
general revision proposal. The traffic estimated by the NMPT for RCHW for the 
years 2011-12 to 2014-15 is relied upon in this analysis subject to modification in 
the iron ore traffic (other than KIOCL). 

The NMPT in its general revision proposal has stated that the traffic of iron ore 
(other than KIOCL) as initially projected at 3.1 lakh for the year 2011-12, and 
12 lakh tonnes, 13 lakh tonnes and 15 lakh tonnes for the years 2012-13 to 2014- 
15 will not materialize based on the actual position ascertained for the year 2011- 
12 and has requested to consider the iron ore traffic (other than KIOCL traffic) at 
"0.5 lakh tonnes in the year 2011-12 and nil for the subsequent years in view the 
ban imposed on iron ore export by the Hon’bie Supreme Court. In the general 
revision proposal for the reasons explained, the iron ore traffic (other than KIOCL) 
is assumed at 1 lakh tonne for each of the years 2011-12 to 2014-15. The same 
position is maintained in the RCHW proposal. Accordingly, the modified traffic 
projection considered in the RCHW proposal is 58.95 lakh tonnes, 50.85 lakh 
tonnes. 57.05 lakh tonnes and 64.45 lakh tonnes in the years 2011-12 to 2014-15 
respectively. The effect of reduction in the iron ore traffic on the existing levy, 
wanes and incentive income is estimated at ^57.7 lakhs, *307 lakhs, T340.5 lakhs 
and *404 lakhs for the years 2011-12 to 2014-15 respectively in the general 
revision proposal. The same position is maintained in this case also. 
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(iv). The port has furnished revised cost statement at the existing levy as well at the 
proposed per tonne rate vide its letter dated 15 September 2011 and has 
confirmed that the figures adopted are as per the Audited Accounts of 2010-11. 
Subsequent to filing the revised updated cost statements vide its letter dated 
15 September 2011, the port vide its letter dated 5 December 2011 has requested 
this Authority to consider various financial implications of wage revision impact of 
class III and class IV officers due from January 2012 at 15%, to consider annual 
escalation in cost estimation at 6% instead of 3% annual escalation considered by 
the port and to consider the effect of reduction anticipated in the iron ore traffic. 
The port has not considered the financial impact of these items in the cost 
statements but has furnished the financial impact and requested to consider them 
while determining their tariff. The impact of reduction in the iron ore traffic is 
considered as explained in the preceding paragraph. The impact of wage revision 
at 15% of the wage cost and annual escalation at 6% instead of 3% is considered 
in the general revision proposal in view of submissions made by the port. The 
same modifications are carried out while preparing the cost statement for the 
RCHW activity. The modifications/ analysis with reference to the cost statement 
filed by the NMPT for RCHW is explained hereunder: 

(a) . The port has stated that expenditure projections of wages for the year 

2011-12 is as per Budget Estimates. For the year 2012-13, the port has 
stated that 6% annual escalation is considered and for the subsequent 
two years 3% annual escalation is applied. For other items of 
expenditure, the port has stated that the 5% escalation is applied 
annually. On examining the cost statement filed by the NMPT, it is 
observed that the total operating expenditure and the management and 
general overheads (excluding depreciation) show 57% and 66% increase 
respectively in the year 2011-12 and the estimate of finance and 
miscellaneous expense shows 28% increase in the year 2011-12 over the 
actuals reported for. the year 2010-11. For the subsequent year 2012-13, 
the total expenditure show 11% to 36% reduction over the previous year 
estimates and for the years 2013-14 and 2014-15 the increase is found to 
be in the range of 3% to 7% per annum over the estimates of the 
respective previous years. 

This Authority has been allowing an escalation factor of 6% for the 
expenditure projections in all tariff cases of major ports and private 
terminals decided in the financial year 2011-12. The estimates furnished 
by the NMPT are modified applying the annual escalation of 6% for each 
of the years 2011-12 to 2014-15 over the actuals/ estimates of the 
respective previous years in line with the approach followed in the general 
revision case of the NMPT which is being processed simultaneously. 

(b) . As requested by the port, the impact of wage revision due for class III and 

class IV employees with effect from 1 January 2012 is considered at 15% 
from the year 2012-13 onwards taking the modified estimate of 2011-12 
as the base. 

(c) . As explained earlier, annual escalation in all other items of expense, viz. 

leave expense, allocation of management and general, and other 
expenditure is allowed at 6% taking the 2010-11 actuals furnished by 
NMPT as the base. Annual escalation in the Finance and Miscellaneous 
Expenses for the year 2011-12 is also restricted to 6% as against 28% 
increase estimated by the port. In the general revision proposal, the port 
has not estimated any annua! escalation in the FME and hence the same 
approach is followed here. The effect of wage revision on the contribution 
to Pension and Gratuity Fund at 27% and 8.33% of wages revision impact 
as considered in the general revision proposal is captured in this cost 
statement as well. 


534* GJ/2D3 7 
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(d) . Income comprises wages for labour deployed, incentive payment which is 

reimbursed from the stevedores and income from existing percentage 
based levy. The income from wages, incentive and levy are moderated in 
view of reduction estimated In the iron ore traffic as explained in the 
preceding paragraph, While estimating the income for wages and levy for 
deployment cf labour from RCHW, the port has derived the revenue per 
tonne from actuals of 2010-11 and applied 3% annual escalation for 
estimalmg the income for the year 2011-12 For the year 2012-13, it has 
adopted 6% annual escalation in the unit late derived for 2010-11 and for 
the years 2013-14 and 2014-15, the port has considered 3% annual 
escalation over the respective previous years. In the modified cost 
statement prepared by us, 6% annual escalation is allowed in the Income 
estimation in line with the modification done in the expenditure side 
instead of 3% adopted by the port, Further, the impact of 15% wage 
revision due for class III and class IV officers from January 2012 is 
captured on the income side as weli from the year 2012-13 onwards with 
reference to the income estimates furnished for deployment of labour. As 
claimed by NMPT, incentive is levied separately and not part of this 
exercise. The estimated realisation furnished by the port is retained 
except for adjustments to reflect the changes in iron ore traffic. 

(e) . The port has considered capital employed for the RCHW activity. It has 

confirmed that there are no common assets of the port allocable to RCHW 
activity, however, one month operating expenditure being part of Working 
Capita! is considered as Capital Employed in the cost statement. As per 
clause 2.9.4. of tariff guidelines, working capital is current assets 
excluding specific fund less current liabilities. The computation of working 
capital by the NMPT at one month expenditure without taking into 
consideration current liability is not In line with the tariff guidelines. The 
working capital for the port as a whole assessed in the general revision 
proposal came as negative figure. Hence the Working capital in the current 
proposal which Is treated as capital employed by the NMPT is considered 
as nil. 

(0- Subject to above modification, the revised cost statement at the existing 
rate is attached as Annex *■ i. Since the year 2011-12 will draw to a close 
by the time the Order approved in this case is implemented, the cost 
position for the years 2012-13 to 2014-15 is considered. It may be 
relevant to 3tate here that the cost statement for RCHW reflects a deficit 
Of ^2612.06 lakhs in the year 2011-12 at the existing rate of levy. As seen 
in the general revision case, the entire estimated deficit of ^2612.06 lakhs 
for the years 2011-12 is met from the surplus generated in the cargo 
handling activity as a whole 

Summary of the cost position reflected in the revised cost statement at the 
existing to percentage based levy for the years 2012-13 to 2014-15 is 
given below: 


in lakhs) 


Particulars 

2012-13 

— 

2012-13 

2013-14 

Aggregate 
for 3 years 

(i). Income Estimates 
(including incentive 
income) 

2395 32 

2835.02 

3361.98 

8592.31 

(ii). Net deficit 

-3032.57 

-2995.78 

-2906.37 

-8934.71 

Net Surplus / Deficit 
in % of income 

-126.60% 

-105.67% 

-86.45% 

-103.98% 

Avg 


(g). From the cost statement, it is seen that the RCHW activity is in huge 
deficit 103.98% on an average for the three years 2012-13 to 2014-15 at 
the existing levy. In absolute terms the aggregate deficit is ^8934.71 
lakhs. 
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The aggregate total income of RCHW activity estimated by the NMPT at 
the proposed per tonne levy is ^9939.06 lakhs for the three years 2012-13 
to 2014-15 The income estimated by the NMPT does not capture the 
effect of reduction in the iron ore traffic, which was subsequently indicated 
by the port. The total estimated income at the proposed rate will be 
^2559.85 lakhs in the year 2012-13, ?2779.5 lakhs in the year 2012-13 
and ?3218.5 lakhs in the year 2014-15 aggregating to ^8557.85 lakhs 
after revising the estimate of iron ore traffic. 

(h). The working of income calculation for the past period indicates that a few 
commodities like limestone, Iron ore, coal, coke, urea etc., which are 
handled mechanically (using Harbour mobile cranes) also require to 
deploy labour from the RCHW. The derived per tonne rate for wages and 
levy for these cargo items based on the revenue realised furnished by the 
port for the years 2009-10 and 2010-11 is found to be lower than the 
average revenue realised for manual operation as the productivity of 
handling similar cargo, achieved in MHC berths is higher. The port has 
not proposed separate per tonne rate for cargo items handled by HMC 
and proposed to treat it at par with manual handling operations, it may 
not be appropriate to apply the per tonne rate proposed for manual 
handling of the cargo items as th e productivity of handling cargo by HMC 
vary widely from manual handling operations. The per tonne rate for coal 
coke, iron ore limestone, urea. etc. handled by HMC (mechanical) is, 
therefore, prescribed separately based on the average per tonne revenue 
realisation for the last two years 2009-10 and 2010-11. When the effect of 
this correction in the proposed rate is considered, the revised income is 
likely to be ^2069.94 lakhs in the year 2012-13, ^2218.61 lakhs in the year 
2012-13 and ^2586.75 lakhs in the year 2014-15 aggregating to ?6875.30 
lakhs for the three years period which means ?1717.01 lakhs lower than 
the income estimated at the existing levy at ?8592.31. 

As can be seen from the cost statement, the RCHW activity is in deficit to 
the tune of ?8937.71 lakhs for the three years period 2012-13 to 2014-15 
at the existing rate of levy. At the rationalized per tonne rate proposed by 
the NMPT and after taking into consideration the correction in the rate for 
a few cargo items handled by HMC, the deficit of the RCHW activity will 
widen to ?10651.72 lakhs for the three years period. However, 
recognising that the proposal for the per tonne levy is being introduced in 
the port for the first time and the actual impact on users in view of the 
tariffs linked to productivity cannot be assessed fully at this juncture, the 
rates as proposed by the port is approved subject to correction of rates for 
cargo handled by HMCs. 

it may be relevant to state here that the RCHW activity forms part of the 
cargo handling activity in the general revision proposal which is processed 
separately. The income from the RCHW activity at the proposed rate is 
considered in the general revision proposal. The tariff reduction 
considered in the general revision proposal in view of the overall surplus 
position is after taking into consideration the deficit estimated in the 
RCHW activity at the proposed rate. Since the entire deficit in the RCHW 
activity is offset by the other cargo handling activity, the NMPT is not to 
any disadvantageous position. At the same time users are also not 
burdened with any increase from the per tonne rate proposed by the port 
though the deficit in this activity is expected to increase at the proposed 
per tonne rate. 

As per clause 4.3 of the tariff guidelines of 2005 the cargo / container 
related charges for all coastal cargo / containers, other than thermal coal 
and POL including crude oil, Iron ore and Iron ore pellets are entitled for 
coastal concession and their tariff should not exceed 60% of the normal 
cargo/ container related charges. Despite request, the port has proposed 


(i). 
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any separate coastal concession rate for coastal cargo. Concessional 
rate for coastal cargo eligible for coastal concession is prescribed in line 
with the tariff guidelines. From the traffic details furnished in the general 
revision proposal, it is observed that the coastal cargo eligible for coastal 
concession is not significant. 

(v) . The NMPT has proposed per tonne rate for deployment of labour from RCHW 

linked to productivity of gangs. The port has clarified that the gang productivity 
proposed is the output per shift. This Authority with reference to its earlier 
proposal for per tonne levy of RCHW had advised the port to consider average 
productivity per gang with reference to the productivity of cargo handling workers 
achieved during the last three years in terms of average output per hook per shift, 
commodity-wise, and also in terms of revised datum. The port has, however, not 
adhered to the advice while formulating the current proposal and has proposed 
the rate as well as the average productivity as per its July 2008 proposal. While 
processing this case, our advice rendered earlier was reiterated, which is not 
adhered to. The port has, however, on our request, furnished the average 
productivity achieved by gang deployed from RCHW (cargo-wise) for the years 
2009-10 and 2010-11. It is observed that the average productivity/ gang /shift 
proposed by the port is lower than the average actual productivity achieved in the 
last two years. There is no reason to prescribe a productivity level lower than the 
level already achieved by the port in the past. The per tonne rates approved are 
linked to productivity which will be 10% more than the average productivity 
actually achieved by the port for the last two years 2009-10 and 2010-11. For 
cargo items like, pig iron, yellow peas, maize, food grains, other bulk cargo, no 
past dats about productivity achieved for the years 2009-10 and 2010-11 is 
available because this cargo were not reportedly handled earlier Fo 'these cargo 
items, tne average productivity of gang per shift as proposed by the port with 10% 
increase is prescribed in the absence of actual data of the productivity of these 
cargo achieved in the past. 

(vi) . This Authority in its Order No.TAMP/41/2008-NMPT dated 3 March 2010 had 

advised NMPT to explore the possibilities of introducing performance linked tariff 
scheme which will not only impose penalty for under-performance but also 
encourage efficiency in line with Clause 4.7.1. of the tariff guidelines. 

The port had initially proposed penalty at 10%, 20% and 30% for 
under performance but subsequently it has proposed a single slab. Whilst the port 
has proposed penalty for underperformance it had not proposed incentive for 
better productivity. The port has subsequently modified its proposal and proposed 
to allow rebate of 10% on the proposed rate if the average handling is 20% over 
and above the gang shift productivity. It has also proposed penalty at 10% of the 
rate prescribed for 10% reduction in the average handling rate prescribed. There 
is no reason for proposing different levels of incentive and penalty for variation in 
performance levels. Uniform reward / penalty is prescribed and in three slabs 
instead of single slab proposed by the port. Reward of 10% if the productivity 
achieved is 10%‘ higher that the productivity per gang/ shift is prescribed 
Similarly, penalty by way of 10% reduction in per tone rate is prescribed if 
productivity achieved is 10% lower than the productivity per gang/ shift pr-escribed. 
Penalty / incentive is prescribed in three slabs for every 10% variation in the 
productivity levels. The scheme now proposed to be introduced is not based on 
any wul analysed data. The variation in the productivity level may have some 
impact on the wage cost for actual deployment of labour which is not considered 
while devising the proposed scheme. The NMPT is, therefore, advised to 
formulate a more scientific incentive/ disincentive scheme at the time of the next 
tariff review of this item and taking into consideration the effect of variation in the 
productivity level on the per tonne rate for deployment of labour. 

(vii). This Authority vide its Order No.TAMP/78/2003-NMPT dated 18 November 2004 
had approved additional levy to recover ^1.97 crores towards wage arrears of 
RCHW workers for the period 1 January 1998 to 31 October 2000 which was 
incorporated in the Scale of Rates of the NMPT last revised in 2006. As per the 
note prescribed in its SOR, this additional levy had to be stopped once the short 
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recovery is collected. During the last revision, the port had stated that it would 
complete the short recovery by January 2008. In the cost statement, the income 
estimated at the existing levy shows nil income against the additional levy 
category. The port has confirmed that the proposed per tonne levy also does not 
include additional levy and hence it may not have any impact on the estimates 
considered in this revision exercise. The additional levy prescribed in the existing 
Scale of Rates is deleted. 

The port had agreed to give its report that it has stopped collecting the levy when 
the wage arrears of ?i.97 crores were recovered but has not furnished the 
requisite information till disposal of the case. The port is advised to furnish its 
compliance report within three months from the date of notification of the Order in 
this regard. 

(viii). It has to be recognized that the financial position analysed in this case is done 
along with the general revision proposal wherein the cost position for the years 
2012-13 to 2014-15 are considered for determining the tariff of the port. Since this 
case has been finalized simultaneously with the general revision of the port, it is 
found appropriate to implement the Order from the date of implementation of the 
revised Scale of Rates of the NMPT approved in the general revision case i.e. 
from 1 April 2012. The revised per tonne levy for deployment of labour from the 
RCHW is accordingly incorporated in the revised Scale of Rates of the NMPT 
under Chapter-vil. 

11. In the result, and for the reasons given above, and based on a collective 

application of mind, this Authority approves insertion of the following Chapter - VII in the Scale of 
Rates of the NMPT for levy of charges for supply of cargo handling worker from Registered Cargo 
Handling Labour Wing for cargo handing operations: 

“Chapter VII 

Levy for supply of cargo handling worker from Registered Cargo Handling Labour 

Wing for cargo handing operations 


SI. 

No. 

Commodity 

Foreign Cargo 
(7 per tonne) 

Coastal Cargo 
(T per tonne) 

Benchmark 
productivity per 
Gang per shift 
(in tonnes) 

1 

Iron Ore 

25 

25.00 

1644 

2. 

Coal 

25 

15.00 

1352 

3. 

Lime stone 

25 

15.00 

1268 

4. 

Coke 

35 

21.00 

7S2 

5. 

Granite 

35 

21.00 

794 

6. 

MOP 

40 

24.00 

972 

7. 

Maize 

45 

27.00 

637 

8. 

Pig Iron 

45 

27.00 

440 

9. 

DAP 

50 

30.00 

958 

10. 

Rock Phosphate 

50 

30.00 

944 

11. 

Urea 

50 

30.00 

733 

12. 

Clay 

30 

18.00 

220 

13. 

Machinery 

100 

60.00 

316 

14. 

Timber 

100 

60.00 

193 

15. 

Wood pulp 

50 

30.00 

99 

16. 

Wheal 

35 

21 00 

814 

17 

Sulphur 

40 

24 00 

594 

18 

M Loqs 

100 

60 00 

94 

19 

Bentonite 

45 


840 

20 

Yellow Peas 

25 


1034 

mmt 

Coniainer per TEU 

450 

270 



Other foodgrains and 

cereals 

35 

21.00 

814 

23 

Other Bulk Cargo not 
classified above 

45 

:*7.oo 

275 

24. 

Iron ore by HMC 

4.83 

4.83 

4993 

25. 

Coal (mechanical by HMC) 

4.75 

2.85 

4028 
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26. 

Coke (mechanical by HMC) 

6.93 

4.16 

2787 

27. 

Lime stone (mechanical by 
HMC) 

5.38 

3.23 

3772 

28. 

Urea (mechanical by HMC) 

12.48 

7.49 

1163 

29. 

MOP (Mechanical by HMC) 

4.85 

2.91 

5422 


Notes: 

(i) . The rate indicated above is in addition to the actual incentives calculated as per the 

respective clauses of prevailing settlement / scheme and payable to the NMPT by the 
licensed stevedores. 

(ii) . Following penalty / incentive in the rate prescribed will apply for performance below / 

higher than the benchmark level of productivity per gang/ shift prescribed in the schedule : 


On achieving 
productivity higher 
than the benchmark 
level of productivity per 
gang/shift prescribed 
in the schedule 

Rebate on the rate 
prescribed in the above 
schedule If the 
productivity achieved is 
higher than the 
benchmark productivity 
per gang/snift 
(In %> 

On achieving 
productivity lower 
than the 

benchmark level of 
productivity per 
gang/shift 
prescribed In the 
schedule 

Penalty on the rate 
prescribed in the 
above schedule if 
productivity is lower 
than the benchmark 
productivity per 
gang/shift 
(in %) 

Upto 10% higher than 
the productivity 

prescribed 

10% 

Upto 10% lower than 
the productivity 
prescribed 

10% 

Above 10% to 20% 

20% 

Below 10% to 20% 

20% 

Above 20% to 30% 

30% 

Below 20% to 30% 

30% 


RANI JADHAV, Chairperson 
[AD VT. 111/4/143/11/Exty.] 
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ANNEX -1 

COST STATEMENT FOR REGISTERED CARGO HANDLING WING OF NEW MANGALDRE PORT TRUST AT THE EXISTING PERCENTAGE 

LEVY 


SI. No 

Particulars 

Actual 

Actual 

Actual 

Estimates at the existing rate furnished bv 
NMPT 

Estimates at the existing rate modified by TAMP 

2008-09 

2009-10 

2010-11 

2011-12 

2012-13 

2013-14 

2014-15 

2011-12 

| 2012-13 

1 2013-14 

2014-15 


Traffic (in lakh tonnes) 


108 5 

61.71 

61.0. 

61.8. 

69 0 

78.4£ 

58.9. 




IB 

Operating Income 









tmm 

i^^n 


IMH 

Wanes 

779.4E 

660 4t 

557.87 

in 

686.4E 

799.6( 

936 J 

635 4E 

i 752 4F 


,_i nflfl 4Q 

__t 

Incentive 

2332.8' 


IBS: 


667.7: 

mm 


624.611 

m 

ms 

662 97 

__ 

Lew 

’164 34 

! 976.3£ 

823 28 

9314 

1014 

1183.4: 

1397.24 

m 



Ifilf) 61 




1 

J- 






inn 

inn 




Total) 

4206 6S 

I 3101.7* 

2038.63 

2212.11 

2388.85 

2721.65 

3159.33 

2198.9* 

2395.32 

2935 02 

3361 90 

IB 



r 










|n 

Operating Cost 












_a 

Wages to workers 

1471.32 

202505 

2199.10 

3200.00 


2400.98 

2473.01 




R- 

_Jb 

Lasve. OT 

134.21 

107.29 

2672 

80.00 

28.32 


■ 

28 32 

! 30n2 

) 1 


_c 

Incentive 

2334.32 

1545.02 

657.18 

1169 13 

696.61 

71751 

739.03 


SHKH 



_d 

Other Expenditure 



— 


nr? 


162.82 

149 18 






mm 

mi 

mm 


mm 

mn 




J-- 

— 1.—c_0 


Sub Total 

4042.63 

3808 79 

3023.74 

4745,63 

3203.89 

3302.85 

3404.81 

3133.17 

3675 09 

3816 10 

4082 06 

a 

Deprec.otlon 












i 

Finance 4 Misc Expr. 

671.49 

950 56 

1335.29 

1706 84 

1518.87 

1622 92 

1735 94 

1.4,5 41 

1 551 04 

1 f,Q4 91 

mi 


Sub Total 

671.49 

850.68 

1335.29 

1706.84 


1622 92 

1735.94 






Total II 

4714.02 

4659.37 

4359 03 


4 722 76 

4926 77 

5140.85 

4540.58 

5128 1196 

5S10 92 







mm 








in 

Surplus (Ml) 

-447.33 

1477.61 

2320 4 

-4240.36 



-1901.52 

-2349.60 

2730 80 

2675 90 

■2567 30 




BiHi 




mm 






IV 

Allecated Managt & Gl 
Overheads 

180 68 



411.5L 

26,91 

270 95 

200 31 

26247 

301.77 

319 98 

339 07 

S8 













in 

Net Surplus (lll-IV) 

628.21 

-1706.08 

-2568.01 

-4651.92 




-2612.06 

-3032.57 















Sill 














VI 


351.96 

336.44 

272.61 

428.77 

286.82 

297.82 

307.10 







■HI 











VII 

Return on Capital Employed 



43.62 

68.76 

46 21 

47 65 

49.14 






15% & 19%) 

























VIII 

deficit after ROCE (V-Vll) 

-661.00 

-1759.91 

-2611.63 

-4720.66 

-2661.99 

-2522.78 

-2310.97 

-2612.06 

-3032.57 

-2995.78 

-2906.37 




smml 

■ISB 

mm 

mm\ 







1 

c 

IX 

a 

<Jat deficit as % of Operating 
ncoma (NMPT has 
ensidared before ROCE, 
eresntage arrived by us 
fter considering ROCE) 

•14.72% 



■ 

■ 

■80.94% 

•71.59% 



■ 


X 

1 

tverags Net daflclt (after 
tOCE) as % of Operating 
icoma 




■ 

-90.88% 

■ 


•103.98% 
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